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| references in 


Current Topics. 


The Draft R.S.C. 
| We PRINT elsewhere a set of draft R.S.C., which have been 
published pursuant to the Rules Publication Act, 1893. The 
first two rules apply to originating summons the same practice as 
|already prevails with regard to issuing concurrent writs. The 
issue of concurrent writs may be required either because there 
are several defendants, or because it is difficult to locate a 
single defendant. ‘‘ You issue your writ and your concurrent 
| writ, and you send your writ to one place where you think you 
lean catch him, and means of the writ and the concurrent 
writs you do catch him.” So said LINDLEY, L.J., in Smalpage v. 
mye (17 Q. B. D., p. 649), and under the new rules a defendant 
. an originating summons can caught in the same way. 
Rule 3 solves a puzzle which has hitherto perplexed third 
party procedure. Under ord. 16, r. 48, a defendant who 
claims contribution os indemnity against a third party 
/can issue a third party notice and make his claim part of 
the proceedings, but the rule does not expressly authorize 
the third party to bring in a fourth party, and so on. Appar- 
ently it is s the practice for this to be done (Annual Practive, 
1911, p. 238) and it is stated that it has been allowed in some 
| cases up to the eighth ninth party. The practice seems 
to be founded on section 100 of the Judicature Act, 1873, which 
defines “ defendant ” including every person served with 
notice of any proceedings, so that the third, fourth, and other 
partie s can each, as defe nd: int, serve notice in his turn. But this 
is not clear, and the practice is now to be expressly authorized 
by ord. 16, r. 54a. The fourth of the draft rules adds to the 
list of court investments under ord. r. 17, the Guaranteed 
Land Stocks issued under the Purchase of Land (Ireland) Act, 
| 1891, and the Guaranteed Stocks issued under the Irish Land 
Acts, 1903 and 1909. Rule 6 introduces a new rule under order 
50 with regard to receivers, and simplifies the giving of security 
where the amount does not exceed £500. Rule 7 adds charging 
orders to the matters excluded by ord. 54, r. 12, from the juris 
diction of the masters ; and a proviso is added to ord. 55, r. 15, 
(erroneously printed r. 16) requiring that every order made 
in chambers which is not made by the judge personally 
shall be marked in the margin with the name of the master 


by 


be 


or 


as 


a2, 


responsible for it. 


New Rules as to Entering Judgments. 
RULES substitute new order 56 regulating 
Admiralty actions. In general the procedure 
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remains the same, but a distinction is made in certain details | shepherd takes the side of the wolves? One feels, therefore, 
between limitation and other actions, and the times for taking | that Mr. CoURCHILL’s regrettable remarks are not only seriously 
various steps are altered. It is also provided that objection can prejudicial to the public interest, but are also open to the 
be taken to the registrar's report either by filing a petition, as | imputation of defective chivalry. We sincerely trust that he 
at present, or by motion. A series of rules are proposed to be | will take the frank and manly course, when Mr. BuTcueEr’s 


introduced with reference to the entry of judgments. 
period of seven days limited in ord. 62, r. 5, tor 
judgments is to be reduced to three days. 
order is, unless otherwise ordered, to be drawn up and entered 
within fourteen days from its date, and if this time is not 


observed the registrar responsible for drawing it up is to report 


to the judge in writing the reason why the rule has not been | 


complied with, and whether, in his opinion, any and which of the 
parties or their solicitors are responsible for the delay, with 
consequences in the shape of costs or of loss of time for appealing. 
In witness actions in the Chancery Division the judgment, 
unless the judge for some _ special reason otherwise 
directs, is to be drawn up without entering the evidence ; 
but, in the event of an appeal, the parties are to attenc 
before the registrar to settle a schedule of the evidence used at 
the hearing. Any dispute is to be referred to the judge who 
tried the action. The schedule will be signed by the registrar, 
but it will not be entered, nor will the judgment be amended so 
as to incorporate it, unless the Court of Appeal so directs. 
Special provision is made with regard to the use on the appeal 
of bundles of documents which have by agreement been taken 
as put in subject to all just exceptions. Ord. 62, r. 15, 
which enables the registrar to give a certificate for special allow- 
ance of costs of settling a judgment, is amended so as to enabls 
a like certificate to be given in regard to settling the schedule of 
evidence. The rules are to be known as the R.S.C. (July) 1911, 
and are intended to come into force on the Ist of August. 


The Home Secretary and the Bench. 
It is to be regretted that Mr. CHURCHILL was not allowed by 


the House of Commons to explain his indiscretion in suggesting 
that the judges were the victims of “ unconscious bias ” in dealing 
with trade union cases. In the absence of explanation, the 
innuendo that lies behind the words is in the highest degree 
unjust. It is not less impossible for an English judge, trained 
in the high traditions of an honourable profession, to forget on 
the bench the spirit of judicial impartiality which the public 
opinion of practitioners has always demanded of him, than it 
would be for the public school boy who has captained his cricket 
eleven to ignore as umpire the rules of “good form” and 
“fair play.” Ever since the days of Lord CAMDEN and 


Lord MANSFIELD it has been the avowed aim of the English 
judiciary to decide all matters in accordance with the spirit 
of our laws, unmoved either by the tyranny of monarchs | 


or the fury of mobs. It will be an evil day for England when 
any Government, smarting with impatience at some rebuffs to 
whick their erroneous interpretation of statutes has exposed them 
at the hands of legal tribunals, should endeavour to destroy 
this long-sustained tradition of judicial independence. In the 
present case we are bound more especially to express our regret 
that the Home Secretary, whose particular duty it is to defend the 
judiciary, should himself have used language which can easily be 
represented as a justification for that attack on the bench 
which has lately manifested itself in a certain section of the more 
extreme partizan press. The language used by Mr. CaurcHILL 
might — have been Jess inexcusable in the mouth of a 
Labour Member. But ina Cabinet Minister, and more especially a 
Minister responsible for justice and police—to use a continental 


phrase applied by the late Professor MAITLAND to our English | 


Home Office administration—such language is a grave public evil. 


For jud “ - 
or judges, as we have more than once emphasized in these | 


columns, are debarred by convention and tradition from defend- 


ing themselves against attack ; the duty of defending them is the | 


special privilege and responsibility of the Home Secretary. Any 
judge who does enter into the arena—an event which happily very 
rarely occurs 
Such abstention of the judges from self-defence, however, is the 


correlative of adequate protection afforded them by their proper | 
What is to become of the flock whose | 


defender in the Cabinet. 


Every judgment or 


is at once rightly condemned by legal opinion. | 


‘The | motion comes up for debate, of expressing his regret for the 
erfecting | indiscreet language he has used. 


| 
|The Law of Commons. 
| THE CASE of Conservators of Mitcham Common vy. Cox (Times, 
| May 3lst) reminds one of the extraordinary alteration in the 
| law relating to commons that has come about since the middle 
| of the last century. The case came before a Divisional Court of 
‘the King’s Bench Division on appeal from justices. The res- 
pondent had been proceeded against by the appellants for playing 
| golf on Mitcham Common in a manner contrary to the by-laws 
| and regulations made by the conservators. The justices thought 
| the regulations in question wtra vires and bad, and refused to 
| convict. The Divisional Court drew a distinction between regu- 
| lations which excluded persons who were not members of the 
| Prince’s Golf Club, and regulations which merely enforced certain 
rules of playing golf. Whilst holding the latter valid, and send- 
ing back the case to be dealt with on that footing, the court 
| (ScruTTON, J., dissenting) thought a regulation which forbade 
anyone but an inhabitant of Mitcbam or a member of the golf 
‘club to play was ultra vires and bad. They held that “the 
‘regulations and management of commons which the Legis- 
| lature contemplated were for the good of all. The object of such 
| schemes is to secure in perpetuity the commons as a place which 
the public might use as of right for the purpose of recreation. 
The Metropolitan Commons Acts were not passed for the in- 
habitants of Mitcham, but for the public of the Metropolis and 
the country at large, and the dweller in Kensington has as 
much right to recreate himself there as the dweller in Mitcham.” 
It is curious to contrast this with the former notions with regard 
}to commons. The policy of the Legislature up to 1845 was to 
| encourage the inclosure of commons and to substitute allotments 
| owned in severalty, and nearly 4,000 private Acts of Parliament 
| are said to have been passed from 1745 to 1845 for the purpose 
of effecting inclosure. This system of obtaining a private 
| Act for every case of inclosure was partially remedied by an 
| Act of 1801, but in 1845 the Inclosure Act, 1845, was 
| passed, from which it appears that the process of inclosing 
commons was not considered to be going on fast enough. The 
title of the Act is “am Act to facilitate the Inclosure and Im- 
provement of Commons.” An amending Act was passed in nearly 
every year down to 1859 and again in 1868. A reaction in public 
opinion (reflected in the Legislature) had by that time set in, and 
the Metropolitan Cemmons Act, 1866, was a definite step towards 
reversing the policy of inclosing commons and placing them on an 
altogether new footing. Thenew policy is definitely stated in 
section 5 of the Act of 1866, which enacts that the commissioners 
the Inclosure Commissioners, whose powers are now vested in the 
Board of Agriculture] “shall not entertain an application for the 
inclosure of a metropolitan common, or any part thereof.” Sce- 
tion 6 authorizes the making of schemes “ for the establishment 
of local management with a view to the expenditure 
‘of money on the drainage, levelling, and improvement of a 
metropolitan common, and to the making of by-laws and 
regulations for the prevention of nuisances and the preservation 
of order thereon.” This Act has been amended by Acts passed 
in 1869, 1878, and 1898. The same policy was not at once 
‘adopted with respect to non-metropolitan commons, but the 
Commons Act, 1876, placed some check on further inclosure and 
made it more difficult to obtain. In 1899 the Commons Act, 
1899, adopted the plan contained in the Metropolitan Commons 
| Act, 1866, of authorizing schemes for the management of a 
common, in almost the words of section 6 of the Act of 1866. 
Thus, although inclosure in the case of non-metropolitan commons 
'is not absolutely forbidden, commons are everywhere contin- 
gently placed on a footing closely analogous to highways. 


Conversion of Chattels. 
THE LATEST case of market overt—Clayton v. Le Roy et Fils 
—has had a curious result iu the Court of Appeal. A watch, 
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originally bought from the defendants by the plaintiff's wife 
for £100 in 1902, was stolen from the plaintiff in 1908 and 
pledged. In 1909 it was sold, with other unredeemed pledges, 
at the City Auction Rooms in the City of London for £28, and 
subsequently it was pirchased by Bennetr for £44. BeNNetT 
sent it to the defendants for examination, and they, having 
heard of its loss, informed him that it had been stolen. BENNETT 
expressed his willingness to give it up on being paid the price 
for it, and the defendants wrote to the plaintiff's wife to this 
effect. The plaintiff issued a writ, and later in the same day 
made, through his solicitor, a formal demand for the watch, and 
on its being refused, the writ was served. The defence was 
sale in market overt, but Scrutron, J., decided against the 
defendants on this point. By the custom of the City of Lon- 
don, the rule as to market overt extends to open shops where 
yoods of the kind in question are usually dealt in (ante, p. 215). 
Bat the learned judge held that the auction rooms were not 
such a shop. There was the further defence that there had 
been no conversion of the watch before the issue of the writ, 
and on this point also he was against the defendants, and he gave 
judgment for the return of the watch or for its value. The 
Co rt of Appeal have, by a majority (MOULTON and FARWELL, 
L JJ., VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, L.J., diss.) reversed the judgment on 
the latter point, so that it has been unnecessary to give a decision 
as to the correctnessof the judgment of Scrutron, J., ontheformer, 
though substantially it appears to have been accepted as correct. 
But the majority have held that the defendants’ letter, which 
amounted practically to an intimation that they were holding 
the watch pending consideration of BENNETT’s claim, was not 
sach a definite interference with the plaintiff's right of property 
as to constitute a conversion. “I am never very confident,” 
said Lord BRAMWELL in National Mercantile Bank vy. Rymill (44 
L. T. 767), “as to what is or is not conversion ” ; and the present 
decision justifies this hesitating frame of mind. Prim facie any 
detention of the goods from the true owner is a conversion, but 
this is not universal ; for instance, a finder of goods may take a 
reasonable time to inquire whether a claimant is entitled: 
Hollins v. Fowler (L. R. 7 H. L., p. 766); and upon a similar 
principle the majority of the -Court of Appeal appear to have 
proceeded in the present case. There was no conversion before 
the issue of the writ, though apparently there was a conversion 
immediately afterwards. As to the fact of conversion it is 
possible that opinions will differ. The defendants do not seem 
to have suggested that it was necessary for them to make 
inquiries as to the plaintiff's title, and the arguments in favour 
of conversion are strong. But it is unfortunate that such a 
subtlety should render the action abortive. 


Reservists’ Right to Workmen’s Compensation. 
SOME EXTREMELY neat points arose on the argument in the 
case of The Steamship Raphael v. Brandy (Times, June 20d), which 
came before the House of Lords last week. A_ naval 
reservist, while employed as a stoker in the appellants’ ship, 
suffered an accident and recovered compensation under the 


Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. He claimed that he was | 


entitled to add to his wages the weekly value of his retainer from 
the Admiralty in computing the sum total of his earnings for 
the purpuse of assessing the compensation to which he was 
entitled. Three objections were taken to this claim by the 
employers, all of which were overruled by the House of Lords. 
In the first place, it was argued that, since the Act does not 
apply to persons in the naval and military service of the Crown 
(section 9 (1)), a naval reservist was excluded from the opera 
tion of the Act insofar as his naval status was concerned. The 
court, however, held that, as a seaman employed by a private 
firm, the claimant was within the statute, and that therefore 
the right to include earnings upon “concurrent contracts 
of service ” (given by Schedule I. to a workman who 
has more than one employer) existed in his case just as 
much as if all his employments bad been civil. Then it was 
argued that employment as a reservist was not a “contract of 
service,” and therefore not within the statute; the reservist 
merely agreed for a consideration to give bis services at some 
indefinite and contingent future date. Here again the court 
decided in favour of the claimant notwithstanding Buckley v. 


London and India Docks (1909, 127 Law Times Journal 521), 
where it was held that a dock employee could not add to his 
wages the receipts he occasionally earned as a sorter of mails at 
the General Post Office. Lastly, it was suggested that the 
annual retaining fee of the reservist was not an “ earning ” at all ; 
it was the consideration for an option to require him to enter 
into a contract of service at some future time. The court 
however, seemed to consider that the payment is really in the 
nature of an immediate part-payment for future services, and 
therefore an “ earning” under a contract of service. Curiously 
enough, in the Court of Appeal, Lord Justice FLETCHER 
MOULTON had described this case as almost a “ typical ” example of 
a “concurrent contract "an observation that was adopted by the 
Lord Chancellor. Weshould rather, with submission, be inclined 
to call it a “typical” example of the interesting and ingenious 
logic which has been called into being by this Act and by the 
efforts of the court to give it a “‘ beneficent ” construction. 


The Declaration of London. 


WE HAVE from time to time noticed the controversy which 
continues to be carried on with respect to the expediency of 
ratifying the Declaration of London. Technical opinion— that 
is, the opinion of acknowledged experts in international law— 
appears to be about equally divided, Professor WESTLAKE being 
on one side, and Profes-or HOLLAND cn the other. The question 
was recently discussed at the Imperial Conference, and Sir 
EpWARD Grey appears to have convinced the Dominions repre- 
sentatives that ratification was the better policy. According to a 
cable from Sydney in the 7imes of June 6th, the Declaration is 
thought to be unfavourable to Australian interests, though tho 
attitude of the Australian Ministers seems to be acquiesced in 
on tke ground that Sir Epwarp Grey’s view is backed by wider 
knowledge than can be possessed by the oversea Dominions. The 
latest reasoned contribution to the discussion is a letter from Lord 
LINDLEY in the Times of June 6th. Lord LINDLEy’s views are, 
on the whole, favourable to the Declaration being ratified ; though 
he thinks that, in interpreting the Declaration, regard should be 
had to the report upon which it is based. Lord LINDLEY takes 
three “formidable objections”—food supply, destruction of 
neutral ships, and conversion of merchant ships. He comes to the 
conclusion that Great Britain will be in no worse position as a 
| belligerent if the Declaration is brought into operation, and will 
be in a slightly better position as a neutral. The advantages 
and disadvantages of this much-discussed convention are, in fact, 
so nearly balanced that ratification is likely to be agreed to 
simply because it it is impossible to find any strong objection 
which is upheld by a real consensus of opinion. The Declaration 
is admittedly a compromise, and to reject it now, after so many 
efforts have been made to adjust the admitted difference between 
the English and continental views, might do harm by creating a 
prejudice against this country. 











Execution Against the Goods of Corporations. 


A report has recently appeared in the newspapers of pro- 
ceedings by way of execution against an urban council, 
under which the plaintiff, having obtained judgment, issued 
‘execution, in pursuance of which the bailiff took possession 
of the town hall, fire brigade station, and water-cart. 
A judgment against a corporation may primi facie be 
executed against the corporate property in the same manner 
as a judgment against an individual is executed against 
his property. What is the property of a corporation 
must be determined by the ordinary principles of the law of 
property. There are, however, certain restrictions on the 
right of a sheriff to sell the goods of a judgment debtor which 

| have no general application to corporations, though in the case 
of railways a special Act has been passed for the protection from 

| execution of the rolling stock and plant of the company. ‘The 
rights of debenture-holders are, however, the most serious 
obstacle to executions by judgment creditors against the goods 
of corporations. It must rarely happen that a corporation 
which contracts debts to any appreciable amount has not 
obtained power to borrow money on the security of debentures, 
| and the rights of the debenture-holders can be enforced by 
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the appointment of receivers in such a manner as to defeat the 
ordinary common law remedies for debt. 


“Our Sailor King.” 

THERE ARE two English kings whom popular sentiment has 
nicknamed “The Sailor King,” Mr. Justice WARRINGTON 
remarked in the case of Shaw & Co. (Limited) vy. Col 
Co. (Limited) (Times, June 2nd)—namely, WitttAM IV. and his 
present Majesty Grorce V. 
that the name, like that of the “ Iron Duke,” applied to WELLING 
TON, and the “Grand Old Man,” applied to GLADSTONE, was far 
too universally used to be the subject of a quvasi-copyright on the 
part of any author. Therefore, he refused to grant one publisher 
of a book bearing that name an injunction to restrain another 
from publishing a different book with the same name. Of 
course, there is no statutory copyright in a “title,” whether of a 
newspaper or of a book ; but when a name has become univer 
sally recognized as the title of a particular publication, anyone 
who attempts to sell within the area of its circulation another 


as 


ins, Sons, d 


publication of a similar kind with the same name is liable to a} 


“passing off” action—for fraud or slander of title ((ulram a 
London Evening News) , 27 T. L. R. 231); but none 
can acquire a monopoly of a popular title by simply being the 
first to annex it; there must be some novelty or peculiarity 
about the name before the court will entertain such an action ; 
so Mr, Justice WARRINGTON in an exceedingly able judgment 
has just decided in the case we have quoted. 


Co. v. apers Co. 


Effect of Deviation on Contract of 
Carriage. 


Ir HAS long been settled that under a contract to carry goods 
by sea there is an implied undertaking on the part of the ship 


owner not to deviate from the course of the chartered voyage. | 


This undertaking is, however, subject to one exception —viz., if 
the deviation is reasonably necessary tor the safety of the ship 
or cargo or for saving human life. The rule may 
veniently defined as relating to a “voluntary deviation,” and 
the exception to an “involuntary deviation. “W hen, therefore, 
a shipowner has allowed the vessel to deviate from the course of 
her chartered voyage, he becomes liable for the delay, and also 
in respect of any loss or damage that may happen to the goods, 
as he has lost the benefit of exceptions in the special contract. 
The effect of a voluntary deviation has been admirably sum- 
marized by Mouton, L.J., in the case of Thorley v. Orchis Steam 
ship Co, (1907, 1 KK. B.660,at p.669) as follows: “A deviation 
is such a serious matter, and changes the character of the contem 
plated voyage so essentially, that a shipowner who has been guilty 
of a deviation cannot be considered as having performed his part of 
the bill of lading contract, but something fundamentally 
different, and therefore he cannot claim the benefit of stipula 
tions in his favour contained in the bill of lading. In what 
position, then, does he stand? He has carried the goods to their 
plaee of destination, and is therefore entitled to some remunera- 
tion for that service, of which their owner has received the 
benefit. The most favourable position which he can claim to 
occupy is that he has carried the goods as a common carrier for 
the agreed freight. I do not say that in all cases he would be 
entitled as of right to be treated even as favourably as 
this.” ; 
The law as to the effect of deviation, gua deviation, being 
thus well established, it had never been decided until the trial 
of the case of Aish v. Taylor (1910, 2 K. B. 309; 1911,1K. B. 
625) whether a deviation for the purpose of saving life and 
property, although occasioned by the unseaworthiness of the 
ship when she started on her voyage, was an act which put an 
end to the special contract of aftreightment and relieved the 


be con- 


charterers or the bill of lading holders, as the case might be, 
from their obligations under the charter-party or bill of lading. 
In that case the plaintiffs, who were the owners of the s.s. 
Wearside, chartered her to proceed to Mobile and Pensacola and 





His lordship further remarked | 


| there load a full and complete cargo of timber for carriage to 
| Europe. The charter-party conferred upon the plaintiffs a lien 
| for dead freight, and by the bills of lading the cargo was made 
| deliverable to the shippers’ order or their assigns, “freight and 
all other conditions as per charter-party.” The charterers failed 
toload a complete cargo, and the plaintiffs, in order to minimize 
their loss, loaded other cargo, at a lower rate of freight than 
that provided by the charter-party ; but they loaded an 
excessive quantity on deck, which had the effect of making 
the ship unseaworthy, and consequently she lost her 
balance in a gale, and was obliged to put into Halifax (N.S.) for 
repairs, after which she completed her voyage. The necessity 
for putting into Halifax for the purpose of saving life and 
property was admitted, but the novel point raised by the case 
was whether there had keen a justifiable deviation which would 
keep alive the special contract of carriage, in spite of the fact that 
the shipowners had made the ship unseaworthy at the commence- 
ment of the voyage. The main contention on behalf of the ship 
owners was that deviation in a legal sense means a purely voluntary 
deviation, and that where the deviation is involuntary, even 
| where the prior conduct of the shipowners really occasioned the 
departure from the voyage, the deviation is excusable. On the 
other hand, it was strenuously contended on behalf of the bill of 
lading holders that where the real cause of the deviation was 
the wrongful act of the shipowners in sending the vessel to sea 
| in an unseaworthy condition, the shipowners could not be heard 
to say that the deviation was for the purpose of saving life and 
property ; and it was also suggested that the obligation to have 
the ship seaworthy at the commencement of the voyage was a 
condition of the contract, in the sense that unless the condition 
was fulfilled the contract could not be enforced. The case was 
tried in the finst instance before the late Mr. Justice WALTON, 
whose knowledge and experience of commercial law, and especially 
in connection with shipping matters, was unrivalled. That learned 
judge came to the conclusion that the shipowners retained the 
benefit of the exceptions in the bill of lading (see 1910, 2 K. B. 
309, at p. 316) on the somewhat narrow ground that “ it would be 
going a great deal further to say that putting into a port of refuge 
when it was necessary to do so was an improper deviation because, 
but for the unseaworthiness, it would not have become necessary.” 
It is only fair to say, however, that the case raised other very 
important and complex questions for the learned judge to 
decide. 

The case raised in the Court of Appeal comprised the one 
point only—viz.: whether there had been such a deviation as 
avoided the special contract of carriage, when the judgment of 
Mr. Justice WALTON was reversed, and the point at issue was 
decided in favour of the bill of lading holders. The court ad- 
mitted that if the shipowner could not, as between himself and 
the holders of the bill of lading, set up that the deviation which 
occurred was, in fact, a deviation justified by necessity, he 
could not enforce the rights in question against the owners of 
the bills of lading. In deciding the case against the shipowners 
the Court of Appeal relied very strongly on the judgment of the 
rzivy Council in the case of Strang, Steel, & Co. v. Scott (14 App. 
Cas. 601), chiefly on the ground of that case deciding that where 
the necessity for the act arises from his own default, the ship- 
owner is personally disentitled to appeal to the necessity of the 
act in order to shelter himself from its contractual consequences. 
In that case the master of the ship jettisoned some goods in 
order to save the ship, and, while it was admitted that the act 
was reasonably necessary for the safety of the ship, it was proved 
that the danger in which the ship lay was due to his own 
negligence. ‘the members of the court evidently regarded the 
case as another example of the principle that a man may not 
| take advantage of his own wrong. 

It is possible that the House of Lords may be invited to 
consider the important point raised by the recent case, but mean 
while, as the law stands, a heavy responsibility rests upon the 
master of asbip, who, in like circumstances, has to elect whether 
he will risk life and property in order to preserve the benefits of 
the contract which his owners have made, or take steps to safe- 

| guard life and property at the risk of losing the benefits of the 
| special contract of affreightment. 
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Reviews. 


Hire-purchase Agreements. 


Tue LAW RELATING TO Hire AND Hire-Purcnase. By JAMES 
D. CassEis, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 

This book, the author states in his preface, is an attempt to set 
forth the principles of the common law, the statutes, and the judicial 
decisions applying to hiring and to hire-purchase agreements. Amongst 
the leading matters which have been discussed in this connection 


recently are the effect of hire-purchase agreements in giving to the | 


hirer the power of making a title to the goods under the Factors 
Acts ; the stamping of agreements ; the respective rights of mort- 
gagees and the owners of the goods when these have been affixed to 
the land ; and the exemption of the goods from distress ; and the 
authorities and statutes on these and other points are usefully stated. 
At page 25 the author gives a detailed account of HTelhy v. Matthews 
(1895, A. C. 471), which drew the distinction between agreements 
which finally bind the hirer to purchase the goods, so as to enable 
him to dispose of them under the Factors Acts, and agreements 
which leave it optional with him whether to purchase or not, and 
which give him no such power of disposition. At page 9 the provisions 
of the Finance Act, 1907, as to stamping hire-purchase agreements 
are set out. These superseded the Inland Revenue Commissioners’ 
circular of 24th January, 1902, which attempted to set up an appar- 
ently untenable distinction according as the instalments were or 
were not payable in advance ; but the circular is printed on page 12 
on the assumption that it may still apply to agreements for hire 
alone. The author properly recognizes the injustice of recent 
decisions which have given to a mortgagee goods comprised in a hire 


purchase agreement, when, apart from a technical rule of law, he | 


would have no claim to them. This is a matter as to which the law 
stands in need of amendment. The book deals with its subject 
concisely and clearly. 





Correspondence. 


Land Transfer Rules. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—A client of mine recently lent £400 on a charge of registered | 
land, for registration of which I paid the full fee of £1 4s. When I | 


lodged the charge, I signed a request that the land certificate should 
be returned to the proprietor of the land, and I assumed that a certi 
ficate of charge would be issued to my own client, but eight days 
later the Land Registry returned the copy of the charge endorsed 
with a memorandum of registration only. I thereupon took it back 
to the Land Registry, where I was informed that, notwithstanding 
the request which I had made concerning the land certificate, a 
further fee of 15s. would be payable for a full certificate of charge, 


with plan, as I had omitted to make formal application for same at | 
J, 


the time of registration. P. GARRETT. 


38, Great James-street, Bedford-row, W.C., June 6. 








New Orders, &c. 


Rules of the Supreme Court, 1911. 


The following draft Rules are published pursuant to the Rules 
Publication Act, 1893 :— 


Order VI, Rule la. 


1. A concurrent originating summons may be issued in the same 
manner, mutatis mutandis, as a concurrent writ of summons, 


Order VI, Rule 2a. 
_ 2, An originating summons for service within the jurisdiction may 
be issued and marked as a concurrent originating summons with one 
for service out of the jurisdiction ; and an originating summons for 
service out of the jurisdiction may be issued and marked as 
concurrent originating summons with one for service within the 
Jurisdiction. 
Order XVI, Rule 54a. 

3. Where any person served with a third party notice by a defen 
dant or by a third party under these rules claims to be entitled to 
contribution or indemnity over against any person not a party 
to the action he may by leave of the Court or a Judge issue a third 
party notice to that effect ; and the preceding rules as to third party 
procedure shall apply mutatis mutandis to every notice so issued 
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| rules shall apply to and include every notice so issued and every 
person served with such notice respectively. 
Order XXII, Rule 17. 

1. The following words shall be added at the end of Ord. XXII, 
et 
“Guaranteed Land Stock issued under the Act 54 and 55 

Vict., c. 48. 
“ Guaranteed 2} per cent. Stock issued under the Act 3 Ed. 
VIT, ¢. 37. 
“(Cuaranteed 3 per cent. Stock issued under the Act 9 Ed. 
VII, c. 42.” 
Order L, Rule 16. 

5. Ord. L, r. 16, shall be read as if there were inserted at the com 
mencement thereof the words * Except as provided in the next 
following rule.” 

Order L, Rule 16a. 

6. Where the amount for which security to be given does not ex 
ceed £500 such security may be given by an undertaking in the form 
specified in the Appendix to these rules, which may be cited as Form 
No. 2la of Appendix L of the Rules of the Supreme Court. Such 
undertaking shall be signed by the receiver and his surety or sureties, 
or in the case of a guarantee or other Company shall be sealed 
with the seal of such Company. The undertaking shall be filed in 
the Central Office or where the proceedings are pending In a dis 
trict registry in such registry, and kept as of record until the same 
shall have been duly vacated. 

Order LIV, Rule 12, Clause (e), 

7. Order LIV, Rule 12, Clause (e) shall be read as if the words 

|“ (Charging Orders” were added at the end of the clause, 
Order LV, Rule 15, 

8. Order LV, Rule 15, shall be read as if the following proviso 

were added at the end thereof, namely :— 


Provided that every Order made in Chambers which shall not 
have been made by the Judge personally shall be marked in the 
margin thereof with the name of the Master responsible for such 
Order. 

Order LVI. 
References in Admiralty Actions. 





9.—(1) This Order shall apply to references by the Court or a 
‘Judge or by Agreement of Reference to the Admiralty Registrar, 
whether the’ reference be to the Registrar alone or to the Registrar 
assisted by one or more mere hants or other aSsessor,. 

(2) Within 21 days from the day when the order for the reference 
is made, or an agreement for areference is filed, the claimant shall 
file the claim and vouchers, and affidavits, if any, and, except in a 
limitation ‘action, serve copies thereof on the opposite party ; failing 
which the Court may, on the application of any other party, dismiss 
the claim. 

(3) The claimant shall, exeept in a limitation action, after the fil- 
ing of the claim and vouchers, obtain a day for the reference either 
by summons or by agreement, and when such day has been obtained 
he shall lodge in the Registry a notice praying to have the reference 
placed in the list for hearing with the stamps for the reference 
affixed thereto. 

(4) In a limitation action the day for the reference will, after 
the expiration of the time limited by the Court for the filing of 
claims, be appeinted by the Registrar ; and upon receiving notice 
thereof, the plaintiff shall place the reference in the list for hear 
ing by lodging a notice as mentioned in Rule 3. 

(5) At the time appointed for the reference, if the counsel or 
solicitor for any party be present, the reference may be proceeded 
with, but the Registrar may adjourn the reference from time to 
time, as he may deem proper. 

(6) Evidence may be given vivd voce or by affidavit, or in such 
other manner as may be agreed upon, and the evidence may, on the 
application of either party, but at the expense in the first instance 
of the party on whose behalf the application is made, be taken down 
by a shorthand writer appointed by the Court, and in such case a 
transcript of the shorthand writer's notes, certified by him to be cor 
rect, shall be admitted to prove the oral evidence of the witnesses 
onan objection to the Registrar’s report. 
| (7) Counsel may attend the hearing of a Reference, but the 
| expenses attending the employment of Counsel shall not be allowed 
on taxation, unless the Taxing Officer shall be of opinion that the 
attendance of Counsel was necessary. 

(8) The Registrar shall in his report make such order as he shall 
think fit as to the costs to the Reference. 

(9) The claimant, or in a limitation action the plaintiff, who has 


| secnived notice from the Registry that the report is ready, shall, 


and the expressions “third party notice” and “ third party” in these | within six days from the time when he has received such notice, file 











5664 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


June 10, 1911. 











the report and serve a notice of such filing on the opposite party, or | 
in a limitation action on the claimants. 

(10) If the claimant shall not take the steps prescribed in Rule 9, 
the opposite party may take up and file the report, and apply for its 
confirmation, or may apply to the Court to have the claim dis 
missed with costs. In a limitation action, if the plaintiff shall not 
take the steps prescribed in Rule 9, a claimant may take up and file 
the report and apply for its confirmation. 

(11) A party who intends to object to the Registrar’s report shall, 
within 14 days from the notice of the filing of the report, file in the 
Registry a notice that he objects to the report, and a copy thereof 
shall be served on the opposite party. 

(12) An objection to a report shall be brought before the Court 
either by motion, or on petition in objection to the report, and an | 
answer thereto. A notice of motion in objection to a report shall be 
filed within ten days from the filing of the notice of objection, and a 
petition shall be filed within the same time, and served on the 
opposite party, and the answer thereto shall be filed within ten days 
from the service of the petition, and a copy served on the opposite 
party. 

(13) All the Rules respecting the pleadings and proofs in an action 
and the printing thereof, shall, so far as they are applicable, apply to 
the pleadings, proofs, and printing in an objection to a report of the 
Registrar 

(14) This Order shall apply to References in District Registries, as 
well as to References in the Principal Registry. 


Order LXIL., Rule 5 


10. Order LXITL., r. 5, shall be read as if the word“ three” were 
substituted for the word “seven ” therein. 


Order LXIL., Rule a. 

11. Every judgment or order shall unless otherwise ordered be 
drawn up and entered within 14 days from the date thereof, and if 
any judgment or order shall not have been drawn up and entered 
within the time aforesaid the Registrar responsible for the drawing 
up of such order shall report to the Judge in writing as to the 
reason why the provisions of this rule have not been complied with 
and whether in his opinion any and which of the parties or their 
Solicitors are responsible for the delay, and thereupon the Judge 
may direct such parties or Solicitors to attend before him and may 
unless a satisfactory explanation be forthcoming make such order as 
to the payment of all or any part of the costs of drawing up and 
entering the judgment or order as he shall think fit. He may also 
direct that as against any party responsible for such delay the time 
for appealing from such judgment or order shall run as from the date 
when the same ought to have been drawn up and entered in accord- 
ance with this rule. 

Order LXII, Rule 1b. 

12. In all actions or matters tried in the Chancery Division with | 
witnesses the judgment or order shall unless the judge for some 
special reason otherwise direct be drawn up without entering the 
evidence. 





| 


Order LXII, Rule l4e. 

13. If any judgment or order as last aforesaid be appealed, it shall 
be the duty of the appellant within 4 days after service of the notice 
of appeal to take an appointment before the Registrar for the purpose 
of settling a schedule of the evidence used at the hearing. In 
settling such schedule the same procedure shall be followed as 
hereinbefore provided with regard to the drawing up of orders. If 
there shall be any dispute between the parties as to what evidence 
shall be entered as read, the matter shall be adjourned to the judge 
before whom the action or matter was tried and he shall decide the 
question in dispute and may give such directions as to the costs of the 
adjournment as he may think fit. Subject to such direction (if any) 
the costs of settling the said Schedule shall be costs in the appeal. 
The schedule of evidence shall be signed by the Registrar but shall 
not be entered nor shall the judgment or order be amended so as to 
incorporate the same unless the Court of Appeal shall so direct. 


Order LXII, Rule i4d. 


14. If at the trial of such action or matter the parties shall have 
agreed that any bundle of copy correspondence, or of other docu- 
ments shall be taken as put in subject to all just exceptions as to 
whether any of the documents in such bundle are evidence or other- 
wise such bundle shall be marked by the Registrar for identification 
and entered as put in saving all just exceptions, without referring to 
the particular documents actually read. The Appellant shall within 
10 days after the said Schedule has been signed by the Registrar give 
notice to the Respondent which of the said documents he intends to 
read on the appeal and he shall not be bound to supply copies for the 
use of the Court of Appeal of any documents not included in 
such notice unless as to any further document or documents some res- 
pondent shall by notice in writing specifying such document or docu- | 


ments and delivered at least 10 days before the hearing of the appeal 
require him so todo. The Court of Appeal may on the hearing of 
the appeal make such special order as they think fit in reference to 
any costs occasioned by any notice under this rule or thrown away 
by supplying copies of documents which are not admissible in 
evidence or are unnecessary for the purposes of the appeal but sub 
ject to such special order, if any, the existing power of the Taxing 
Master shall not be affected by this rule. 
Order LXIT, Rule 15. 

15. Order LXII, Rule 15, shall be read as if the words “or settling 
any schedule of evidence” were inserted after the words “judgment 
or order” therein. 

16. These Rules which shall come into operation on the Ist day of 
August, 1911, may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court (July), 
1911, and each Rule may be cited by the heading thereof with refer 
ence to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, 


“ 


APPENDIX. 
(R.S.C. App. L. No. 21a.) 
In the High Court of Justice, 
Chancery Division. 


Mr. Justice 
for King’s Bench Division. ] 


v. 
I of in the County 
of the Receiver (and Manager) appointed 


by Order dated 
(or proposed to be appointed) in this Action hereby 
undertake with the Court to duly account for all monies 
and property received by me as such Receiver (or 
Manager) or for which I may be held liable and to pay 
the balances from time to time found due from me and 
to deliver any property received by meas such Receiver 
(or Manager) at such times and in such manner in all 
respects as the Court or Judge shall direct. 
And we 
hereby jointly and severally undertake with the Court 
to be answerable for any default by the said 
as such Receiver (or Manager) and 

upon such default to pay any person or persons or other- 
wise as the Court or a Judge shall direct any sum or 
sums not exceeding in the whole £ : that may 
from time to time be certified by a Master of the 
Supreme Court to be due from the said Receiver and we 
submit to the jurisdiction of the Court in this Action to 
determine any claim made under this undertaking. 

Dated this day of 1911. 

Witness, 


In the case of 
a Guarantee 
or other 
Company 
strike out 
jointly and 
severally. 





CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


MAAS v. GAS LIGHT AND COKE CO. No. 1. Ist and 3rd April ; 
19th May. 
PRACTICE—INTERROGATORIES—ACTION FOR FALSE IMPRISONMENT AND 
Maticiovs ProsecuTIoN—REASONABLE AND PrRopasLe Cause—INTER 
ROGATORIES AS TO Wuat Steps tHE Derenpants Took TO ASCERTAIN 
rue TRUTH OF THE INFORMATION, AND From WHomM—INADMISSIBILITY 
or Sucn Questions as LikeLy To Brine Tuirp Parties into Lirica 

TION. 

In an action for false imprisonment and malicious prosecution the 
plaintiff sought to administer certain interrogatories. Two of these 
interrogatories were disallowed by the master, whose decision was 
upheld by the judge. In substance, the interrogatories asked what 
information the defendants had that induced them to prosecute the 
plaintiff for stealing gas, and what steps they took to ascertain whether 
the charge was true or not, and what inquiries they made, and what 
was the result of each such inquiries. 

Held, by the full Court of Appeal (Kennedy, L.J., dissenting), that 
these two interrogatories had rightly been disallowed. 

Appeal by the plaintiff against an order made by Ridley, J., at 
Chambers, affirming an order of Master Chitty. The appeal was 
ordered to be heard by a full court. The plaintiff, Charles Maas, 
was charged with stealing gas by the defendants. He was arrested 
and committed for trial, and was subsequently tried and acquitted. 
In his action to recover damages for alleged false imprisonment and 
malicious prosecution, the defendants admitted that they had prose 
cuted the plaintiff but denied that they had acted as the plaintiff in 
his statement of claim alleged ‘‘ falsely and maliciously and without 


reasonable and probable cause.”’ Pleadings having been delivered, the 
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plaintiff ware to administer certain interrogatories for the exarmina- 
tion of the defendants, and of these, which were five in number, Nos. 
4 and 5 alone were the subject of the appeal. Interrogatory No. 4 


was this: What information (if any) had you that induced you to | 


prosecute the plaintiff for stealing gas? What steps (if any) had you 
taken before commencing the said prosecution to ascertain whether 
the charge was true or false? What grounds (if any) had you for 
supposing that the plaintiff had committed the offence charged? Had 
you before you commenced the prosecution taken any and what pre 
caution or made any and what inquiries as to the truth of such charge, 
and what was the result of each such inquiry? Interrogatory No. 5 was 
this : What are the facts and circumstances on which you rely as shew 
ing that you had reasonable and probable cause for the said prosecu- 
tion’? The judge, following the Master, ordered these two interro 
gatories to be struck out. The defendants submitted that the order 
was right, because to answer them it might be necessary to give the 
names of persons who had given them information. Assuming that 
the plaintiff succeeded in the action, the result might be that litigation 
might be taken by him against these third parties. The plaintiff's 
contention was that what might be a possible result, if the inter- 
rogatories were answered, to third parties did not affect his right to 
have them answered, if in law the interrogatories were admissible. | 
The case having been fully argued, judgment was reserved. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that the plaintiff sought to administer | 
certain interrogatories which the master and the learned judge had | 
disallowed. They were: ‘4. What information (if any) had you that 
induced you to prosecute the plaintiff for stealing gas? What steps | 
(if any) had you taken before commencing the said prosecution to | 
ascertain whether the charge was true or not? What grounds (if any) | 
had you for supposing that the plaintiff had committed the offence | 
charged? Did you before you commenced the said prosecution take | 
any and what precautions, or make any and what inquiries | 
as to the truth of the said charge, and what was the result 
of each such inquiry? 5. What are the facts and circumstances 
on which you rely as shewing that you had reasonable and proper 
cause for the said prosecution ? ” Now as to No. 5, I am clearly 
of opinion that it ought not to be allowed, and counsel for the appellant 
did not seriously dispute this. As to No. 4, there is more difficulty. 
It is plain that the court has in all actions a discretion to allow or not 
to allow an interrogatory. This discretion is, in the first instance, 
vested in the master, subject fo appeal to the judge, whose exercise of 
his discretion ought not to be lightly interfered with. In exercising 
this discretion it is legitimate to have regard, amongst other things, 
to the nature of the action, and the probable consequences which will 
result from allowing the interrogatory. In an action for malicious 
prosecution, which is the case before us, there are special reasons for 
caution in allowing the interrogatory, The sense of duty which impels 
a citizen in a case where there is reason to suppose that a crime has | 
been committed is often a duty which he owes to the State, and also to | 
those who are under his control or in his service. If in every case in 
which a prosecution fails the prosecutor is to be compelled in an action 
to give the names of all the persons from whom he received informa- 
tion, often reluctantly given, and the substance of that information, it 
would become very difficult to get people to give information which, in 
case of acquittal, might result in an action against the informant for 
defamation under circumstances not admitting of a defence based on 
privileged occasions. As a general rule, and in the absence of special 
circumstances, the judge, whose duty it is to exercise his discretion, 
will probably consider that such an interrogatory as No. 4 ought not to 
be allowed in an action for malicious prosecution. There is no ground 
for supposing that the discretion exercised by Master Chitty and | 
Ridley, J., was not properly exercised. It is perhaps right to add that | 
the interrogatory could not be usefully, or indeed fairly, answered 
without in effect disclosing names. ‘‘ What information,’’ “« what | 
steps,’’ ‘‘ what grounds,” what precautions,’’ ‘‘ what inquiries '’ | 
necessarily involve the source of the information, and the appellant’s | 
counsel admitted that this was the object of the interrogatory. The | 
appeal must be dismissed with costs. 

VaucHan Witurams, Fietcuer Movuttron, Farwett, and Bucktey, 
L..JJ., concurred. 





“e 


Kennepy, L.J., said he regretted he differed from the view expressed | r 


by the other members of the court. He had prepared a judgment stating | 
at some length his reasons for differing, but as his decision would not 
affect the result of the judgment, he should not read it. By a majority, 
therefore, the appeal was dismissed.—Counsen, Sir Frederick Low, 
K.C., and Morle for the plaintiff ; Rowsell for the defendant company. 
Soricrrors, John Spurling; C. O. HumpAreys & Son. ; 


[Reported by Exsxrve Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re THOMAS. BARTLEY +. THOMAS. Warrington, J. 





3lst May. 


|@ third party, a creditor of the estate, offered to purchase the property 
at a higher price. ‘ 

Upon summonses by the third party for liberty to attend proceedings 
under the adménistration order, and by the purchaser for the passing 

| of the Master’s order, 

Held, that the Master’s confirmation was ineffective until the order 
had been passed and entered, and that the judge had power to reopen 
the matter and refuse confirmation. 

Re Bartlett (16 Ch. D. 561) considered. 

In this case the question before the court was whether a conditional 
contract for the sale of land had been finally confirmed by the court. 
Che intestate, Thomas, died in November, 1910, and an administration 
action was instituted by creditors for the administration of the estate 


| On the 16th of December, 1910, judgment was given in the common 


form. The personal estate of the intestate proving insufficient to di: 
charge the liabilities, an order was made for the sale of the real estate, 
which included a farm situate near Llandudno, in the vicinity of a 
public park known as the Happy Valley. The receiver of the estate 
entered into a conditional contract with one James to sell the property 
for £1,500. The property was never advertised for sale, no other offers 
were invited, and there was no auction. The contract contained a 
stipulation that the receiver should apply for the approbation of the 
Chancery Division, and, if such approbation was not obtained, the 
contract should be void. Application was made for confirmation of 
the contract by summons. On the 14th of March, the master signified 
his approval, but no order was passed. Shortly after the making of 
the contract the Llandudno Corporation, hearing of what had occurred, 
and being anxious to purchase the property, treated with James to 
acquire it from him. Negotiations failed, so, being creditors of the 
intestate’s estate, they took out a summons for liberty to attend pro 
ceedings under the administration order, with the avowed intention of 
reopening the matter of the contract, in which, they alleged, the price 
was altogether inadequate. Further, they were willing to purchase 
the property for £2,800. The purchaser took out a summons for the 
order of the master approving the contract to be passed and entered. 
The two summonses came on for hearing together. 

Warrinoton, J., after stating the facte, continued : This is an ex 
tremely important case on account of the point of practice involved. 
Has the contract become a final binding bargain on account of the 
approbation of the master, or is the matter still open for me to say 
whether the contract shall be confirmed or not? It is undisputed that 
if the question came before me now for the first time, no one would 
expect me to confirm the contract. I doubt, if anyone had been present 
before the master to draw attention to the facts, whether he would ever 
have sanctioned it. Clearly the contract is not one that I ought to con 
firm if the matter is still open. It was a condition of the contract 
that the receiver should apply for the approbation of the court. The 
purchaser says this condition is fulfilled when the master has said he 
approves, whether his approval be recorded in a note or order or not. 
In fact, the master purported to make an order, but that order was 
never passed and entered. Now what is it that renders an order finally 
effective, so that it is impossible to go back on it?’ I think it is the 
passing and entering of the order. As long as it is not passed and 
entered it can be altered. Further, at the hearing of matters before 
the master, it is the right of any party to adjourn the question to the 
judge, and when the master proposes to make an order, that party must 
express his wish for adjournment. This is the usual practice, but, 
the judge has power to direct an adjournment at any time before the 
order becomes finally binding by being passed and entered. In my 
opinion, therefore, before the order is passed and entered it can be 
reviewed by the judge. Malins, V.C., in Re Bartlett (16 Ch. D. 561) 
apparently decides to the contrary, but in that case he had not to con 
sider the question that I have, as he held that the chief clerk had acted 
rightly. In this case it is plain that the order made by the master is 


| one that should not have been made. I hold, therefore, that the matter 


is still open, and accordingly I decline to confirm the contract, and 
direct the property to be put up for auction, putting the Corporation 
upon terms to open the bidding at £2,800.—Counsen, Cave, K.C., and 
BE. P. Hewitt, for the plaintiff; J. G@. Wood, for the purchaser; 


| Buckmaster, K.C., and Tomlin, for Llandudno Corporation; P. F. S 


tokes. Soricrrors, Chamberlain, Johnson, & Levy, for Chamberlain 
& Johnson, Liandudno; Crowders, Vizard, d& Oldham, for Chamberlain 
& Johnsom, Liandudno; Lees & Co., for A. Conolly, Liandudno; Chas. 
Russell & Co 

Reported by R. C. CaRRINGTON, Barrister-at-Law.! 


Re W. & G. DU CROS’ APPLICATION. Eve, J. 30th May. 


Trape Mark—RecistTRaTIoON—D1stinctivE MarK—Letrers or ALPHABET 
Innate Distincriveness—Acqurrep Distincriveness— TRAvE 

Marks Act, 1905, s. 9, sus-secTion 5. 

In the absence of special circumstances letters of the alphabet cannot 
he registered as a distinctive mark under sub-section 5 of section 9 of 
the Trade Marka Act, 1905. But distinctiveness is an attribute which 
can be acquired, it need not necessarily be innate, and there may be 
cases where the initial letters of surnames of a trader have been so used 


Practice—ADMINISTRATION—SALE OF LAND—CONFIRMATION By CounT— | as, in fact, to have become distinctive of particular goods. 


APPROVAL OF MaSTER—ORDER NoT ENTERED--ADJOURNMENT TO JUDGE | 

Rervusat to ConrirM. | 
In an administration suit an estate was ordered to be sold. A con : 
tract was entered into, subject to confirmation by the court, and | 


approved by the Master, but before the order was passed and entered | tion ‘‘ and.’’ The only difference between the two marks was that in 





This was a motion by W. & G. Du Cros (Limited) for an order that 


the Registrar of Ttade Marks might be directed to proceed with two 


applications for the registration of trade marks. The marks consisted 
of the two letters ‘‘ W. and G.”’ joined by symbol denoting the conjunc- 








568 


the one case the mark was in ordinary block letters, and in the other | value, and refused to vote in favour of a deed of assignment for the 


angle from the horizontal, 

nent parts of each letter, 
and what might be descril tail to the ‘* G.’ The 
applicants sought to register the marks in class 22 in respect of motor 
vehicles included in that if registrable at all, would 


it was portrayed in a runni hand at an 


with an exaggerated thickening of the comp: 
ed as a distorted 


I ne m irks, 


class 
be registrable as ‘‘ distinctive marks ’’ under sub-section 5 of section 9 
of the Trade Marks Act, 1905 

Eve, J On behalf of the Comptroller, it is contended that neither 
of the mar 18 a distinctive mark within the ib section, and he 
opposes any order bei made on the motion. It will be convenient to 
deal first with the app ition to register the mark mprising the plain 
block letters, and I think the proper wa: ipproach the inquiry 
whether such a marth distinctive that is sdapted to di nouish the 
motor vel t is placed from n I hicles of other manu 
Tacturers or proprietors 8 first to determ ther dist iveness 18 
as Fletcher Moult Lad puts it 11 ate ality of the mark It 
is to be observed t t sit? izh the mark cor titutes t part of the 
applicants name, it only a part, and if ( ere ) timate the 
comparative ues tt component parts i part w h is probably 
much less i yt a e identity, or to indicate t or mn ot the 
K ia than tl part nies the surname \ f there 3 no 
I imaiit I iT thr t r ¢ 
ibout ti t I © attract the « r atr the ear when 
vocalised It comes to this Can a t tter ind in particular 
two letters neither of ! l by y me u mime s the initial 
letter of surnames ned by tl avmbol f t i t nd 
apart from all restior hether they have | » used fact, 
to have become dist t of part wr ft ds, f ly be d to possess 
the i te « ity of d tiveness ly f e I do not thi they 
can There may be cases where a trader } elf } come t be 
identified | ter i] tradi ! i ise it 
may well be that ti ei tial letter even if ert re ed asa 
mark, might proper be said to pos ul e dist enes But in 
the abser { al i t ! ince I do not t that. anv t letters 
whether ined by and r not, can be s 1 per to be distincti 
So much for t I ! | ip of tl block letters Can the othe 
mark be said t “ a i tre mak t innately distinctive I 
have I to t i that it cant } xcept for the uuly dis 
tortion of the ta f letter G., there is nothing unusual or remark 
ible in tl mar But it to be remembered. and this ipplies more 
particular t} itter mark, that, as Fletcher Moulton pointed ou 
(1910, 1 Ch. 147 distinetivene is an attribute which can be ac juired 
it need not nec irl be innate, and I have, therefore, t nsider tl 
further questior hether in this case the mar has come to J sess this 
wequired distinet enes It appears fron evidence that tl wp 
cants embar | it husit f motor h proprietors in 19 ind 
that they | 1.400 r-cabs p for his d ar Il ! 
and { } each cal 1 « the 7 1 coat of h driver 
ia tl mark W. & ( t rungs I Iwritir Ir} | ur 
kn to tl | | m { ti put \\ & Cr. ind 
are | f | ordered I evid s to pr lad 
prove, some ured dist t ess, but the mere existences ta | 
distin | it in it f lude tl matter ri ‘ e marth 
re atral 1910, 1 Ch 14] Regard n t be had to all the cir 
cumstat nd I think, in the pre " re I to hold that t 
woul t «iat { her | i had ¢ ibl hed b pr / 
right t mono} r all motor | l er the kingdom, I 
should be g ’ " er? ricted in are ind by what after all is 
numerically a ver i ficant part f e community, a force and 


effect out of all proportion to its merits The decision of the Comy 
troller was, therefore, right nd I refuse the motion with costs 
Counsen, lter, mA. ind Kerly, Sir J ‘ n, SG and Sarqant 
Souicrrors, John BB. d& FP. Purchase; Solicit to Board of 9 


[Reported by 8. BE. Witttams, Barrister-at-Law.) 


Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re SUNDERLAND Ex parte LEACH, SIMPKINSON, & CO 
C.A. No, 2. 12th May 
Bankrurtrcy—Peririon—Svrricient Cause ror Dismissan or Pet 
Assent to Deep or AsstGnment—Petition Founpep on Non 
COMPLIANCE witH Bankruptcy Notrice—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 
& 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 7, sun-section 3 
{ creditor who knows that hia debtor ia insolvent is entitled to 
refuse openly to assent to a deed of arr nent unleas he gets pay 
ment in full, and to sue such debtor to judqment, and to obtain 
receiving order founded on the non-compliance of the debtor with 
bankrupt y notice issued in accordance with such judqment 


Appeal from an order of the Divisional Court in Bankruptcy (Philli 
and Horridge, JJ rescinding a re« order made in the 
uurt at Halifax In September, 1910, the debtor, who was 
then aware that he was insolvent, credit. from 
the petitioning creditors (the present 


more eiving 
county « 
obtained some goods on 
Shortly after the 


appe llants 


delivery of these goods the debtor called a meeting of his creditors 
A representative of the petitioning creditors attended the meeting, and 
openly stated their vik that the debtor had obtained goods 
from them on credit when he knew he was insolvent Their 
representative further demanded the return of the goods or their 
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benefit of creditors unless this demand was complied with. The 
other creditors present or represented at the meeting would not agree 
to the goods being given up, and the majority carried a resolution 
that the debtor be required to execute a deed of assignment for the 
benefit of his creditors, and that a committee of inspection be ap. 
pointed thereunder. After this resolution had been passed the 
representative of the petitioning creditors suggested the nomi ition 
of a certain person for appointment on the committee of inspection. 
The debtor executed a deed of assignment for the benefit of his 
but the petitioning creditors declined to assent to it, and 
ht an action against the debtor for the price of goods sold and 
They recovered judgment for £503 5s. on the 22nd of 
and served a bankruptcy notice on the 23rd of September. 


creditors, 
brough 
delivered. sep 
The 

debtor, having failed to comply with the terms of the bankrup.y 
notice, they presented a petition, the act of bankruptcy alleged therein 
A receiying order was made in the county 
Srd of November. From this order the 


ember, 


such non complian e. 
Halifax on the 


court at 


debtor appealed to the Divisional Court, which rescinded the receiv 


nbination | 1904) (51 W. R. 223). 


| 
| 
| 
| 








| 








Rollit, Mr 


believe 


of Likeston, 


ing order, holding that there was sufficient cause why no receiving 
order should be made, and that the facts came within the decisions in 
Rte Shaw, Ea parte Gill (49 W. R. 447) and Re A Debtor (No. 20 of 
The petitioning creditors appealed. 
rue Courr (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Buckitey and Kennepy, 
L.JJ.) allowed the appeal, holding that there was no such fraud or 
ittempted extortion as would bring the case within the decisions of 
Re Shaw or Re A Debtor cited above. The petitioning creditors had 
made no secret of their intentions, they openly refused to assent to 
deed of assignment unless they got what they held to be due to 
m They did not pretend to come in and then bargain for some 
cret advantage to the detriment of the other creditors. It was 
ibsurd to suggest that they were guilty of extortion. A creditor is 
entitled to put in force the ordinary process of law to recover his 
just debts, and none the less that he knows the debtor is in financial 
difficulties and unable to pay all his creditors in full. In issuing the 
it and signing judgment the creditors took perfectly legitimate 
If the petitioning creditors had relied upon the execution of 
the deed of assignment as their act of bankruptcy it might have been 
well argued that they were not entitled to rely upon that act of bank 
ruptcy, for they were in some sense privy to it. But here they had 
relied upon a later and wholly different act of bankruptcy, and it 
vould be wrong to hold that their privity to the deed of assignmert 
precluded them for ever from presenting a petition in respect of 


their debt Re Mills, Ex parte Vills (54 W. R. 322; 1906, 1 K. B. 


ate} 


9), is clear authority to shew that a creditor who is debarred from 
relying on a deed of assignment may obtain a receiving order on a 
different act of bankruptcy There being no sufficient catike why a 
receiving order should not be made, the appeal must be allowed and 
the receiving order made in the county court restored.—Counset, 
Hlansell: Tindal Atkinson, K.C., and 1. Macpherson SoLiciTrors 


War l, RB wie, aA f for W alter i EB. i. Leeds ;: Rol Hines 
( C'o., for Longbotham da: Son, Halifax. 


[Reported by P. M. Francxe, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Foate a 


Societies. 
The Law Society. 
NOTICE. 
The annual general meeting of the members of the Law Society will 
held in the hall of the So« lety on Friday, the 7th July next, at 
2 p.m. The following are the names of the members of the Council 


Mr. Botterell, Mr. Budd, Mr. Dowson, Mr. W. E. 


4 by rotation : 
Mr. Oldham, Mr. Paine, Mr. Rawle, Sir A. K. 


Foster, Mr. Margetts, 
stone 
is is known, with the exception of Mr. Foster, Mr 


So far Paine and 


Mr. Rawle, they will be nominated for re-election. There is one 
ther vacancy, caused by the death of Mr. Pennington. 
8S. P. B. Bucknity, Secretary 
Law Society's Hall, 1st June, 1911. 


Obituary. 
Mr. R. A. Willcock. 


The death is announced of Mr. Robert Alfred Willcock, 





solicitor, of 


Wolverhampton, at the age of sixty-one years. He was admitted 
1872, and held the office of borough coroner of Wolverhampton, the 
luties of which he discharged very efficiently. He was the head of 


Willcock & Taylor, solicitors, of Wolverhampton, and 
an extensive practice in the district. 


ne firm of 
had 





Legal News. 
Appointment. 


JAME olicitor, of Leeds, has been appointed Tow nC rk 


Mr. S. F 
at a salary of £500, rising to £700 per annum. 
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Information Required. 


MISS CAROLIN EMMA ELIZA GREEN.—<Any person or 

rsons having in their possession or having any knowledge of a will 
of the above, who died on the 20th May, 1911, are requested to com 
municate with Messrs. Lee & Pembertons, of 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
W.C., acting on behalf of the next-of-kin. 


General. 


On the 2nd inst. the Royal Assent was given to the Aerial Navigation 
Act and many private Acts. 


Mr. Butcher, M.P., intends to call the attention of the House of Com 
mons to the language used by the Home Secretary in the debate on Tues 
day last week with reference to the judges, and to move :—‘‘ That the 
imputation made or suggested by the Home Secretary upon the impa1 
tiality of His Majesty's judges is wholly unfounded ; that, in view of 
the official position of the Home Secretary in regard to the adminis 
tration of justice and of the relations which ought to exist, and have 
always hitherto existed, between His Majesty's judges and the Home 
Secretary, the use of such language by the Honte Secretary is directly 
calculated to degrade the administration of justice and to bring the 
office of Home Secretary into contempt; and that such language is un 


worthy of the position of the Home Secretary, and deserves the 
strongest censure by this House.”’ 
We are intormed that the Kensington Borough Council recently 


adopted resolutions urging the London County Council (1) To claim in 
aid of the rates the profits of the Middlesex Deed Registry, estimated 
at £15,000 a year, following the example of the Yorkshire County 
Councils, who receive the profits of the Yorkshire Registries; and (2) 
to take action in accordance with the recommendation of the Royal 
Commission on Land Transfer to obtain the extension of the Middle 
sex Deed Registry to the whole county of London, which, it is esti 
mated, would increase the profits to £27,000 per annum. The move 
ment has already obtained the support of the following Metropolitan 
Borough Councils :—Battersea, Bermondsey, Chelsea, Fulham, Ham 
mersmith, Poplar, Stoke Newington, Wandsworth, and Woolwich. The 
Local Government Committee of the London County Council have the 
proposals under consideration. 


Messrs. Justice and Pattenden, solicitors, of No. 12, Bernard 
sireet, Russell-square, write to the 7'imes with regard to the land values 
under Form 4. They mention a case which, as they say, is really a 
curiosity. Nine and a half acres of pasture land in the town of Bar 
net, suitable for building (if occupierg can be found), was sold in 
August, 1910, for £1,500. The former owner died on 3Oth July, 1909 
and the land was valued by the Chief Valuer of the Estate Duty Office 
in consultation with us, and by agreement at £1,000 as on that day 
Form 4 was filled up by us in August or September, 1910, and the pro 
visional valuation was eent to us in March, 1911. We were amazed 
and almost amused to find that the gross value on the 30th April 1909, 
was £2,400-—the agricultural value was £350 (fancy something unde: 
£40 an acre for land in the town of Barnet and nearly £50 an acre for 
land in a dismal part of Essex!). One hundred pounds was deducted 
for the tithe, and Form 18 was enclosed assessing the undeveloped land 
duty on £1,950, almost double the other official valuation of exactly 
three months later, Claims for payment of the undeveloped land duty 
for two years have been delivered! We have not yet paid the succes 
sion duty on this Barnet land, and we wrote to the Secretary of the 
Estate Duty Office pointing out that we had the two official valuations 
of £2,400 and £1,000 of the same land, and that we had sold it for 
£1,500, and asking for his guidance as to which official valuation we 
were to accept. He replied on the 3rd inst. that the valuation had 
been agreed with his department at £1,000. 


At the Imperial Conference, on Monday, says the Times, Sir Joseph 
Ward moved :—‘‘ That it is in the best interests of the Empire that 
there should be more uniformity throughout its centres and depen 
dencies in the law of copyright, patents, trade marks, and com 
panies.”’ He instanced a number of points in regard to which uni 
formity would result in a considerable saving of time, expense and 
trouble. The whole work regarding patents could with great 
advantage be made uniform throughout the Empire. It was generally 
conceded that where uniformity could be established in laws affecting 
people throughout the Empire it was a good thing to work for. Com 
plete uniformity in these matters was perhaps not possible, but more 
uniformity was certainly desirable, and he thought patents recognised 
in one part of the Empire should be recognized in all parts of it. Dr. 
Findlay thought that wherever possible Imperial scope should be 
given to the laws relating to the subjects dealt with in the resolution. 
At present a patent might be granted in New Zealand, but it would 
not he recognised in Australia. In his view it was conceivable that a 
patent granted in London should have validity throughout the 
Empire 
Government were strongly in favour of more uniformity in regard to 
the question mentioned They could probably not get absolute um 
formity, but the present confusion was so great and was such a dis 
advantage to the persons concerned, and to the public, that every step 
taken in the direction of uniformity was a gain. The resolution was 


agreed to. 





Mr. Buxton supported the resolution, stating that the Home | 


Speaking at the annual meeting of the Commons and Footpaths 
Preservation Society on the Ist inst., Lord Eversley, the president, 
said that two years had elapsed since the issue of the last report, and 
during that time the work of the society had never been more impor- 
tant, never had so many applications for advice been received from all 
parts of the country, and never had their operations been more succes- 
ful. The most important part of their work had been in connection 
with public and private Bills Parliament. The proposals to 
appropriate 2,500 acres of common had been reduced to slender pro 
portions, and it was safe to say that very little damage would be done 
to any common. There had a surprising number of cases in 
which lords of the manor had cribbed pieces of common land, and in 


before 


been 


all these cases the society had advised the people to resist. In two 
years 350 cases of the kind had been brought to the notice of the 
society. In almost every instance the advice of the society had been 
taken, and they had been successful in coming to reasonable and proper 
terms. He was glad also that there had been a sensible improvement 
in the attitude of lords of the manor and others in this respect, and 
the rights of the public were more recognized. There was also an 
enormous number of cases concerning rights of way. These rights of 
way were becoming more and more important since, with the advent 
if motors, the rural roads had become disagreeable to many people. 
he real difficulty with regard to rights of way was the present state 
of the law. There were something like 300,000 footpaths in England 


nd Wales 


‘* Merlin on Interpleader in the High Court and County Courts.’ 





By S. P. J. Merlin, Barrister-at-Law, Price 6s. Butterworth & Co., 
Bell-yard, W.C. [Apvrt.] 
Royat Navan Cotrece, Ossorne.—For information relating to the 


ntry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘* How to 
Secome a Naval Officer”? (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
lescription of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart- 
mouth.—-Giewe, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton street, Brook 
street, London, W. [Apvrt.] 





Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 





Rota or Reatereans tx ATTENDANCE OW 
Emerorvoy Arrrat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. Rota. No, 2, Jovor. Swinvew Eapy. 
Monday June 12 Mr Theed Mr Bloxam Mr Synce Mr Farmor 
Tuesday ...... 13 Church Theed Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Wedresday 4 Synge Church Greawell Theed 
Thursday... . 15 Goldschmidt Syne Beal Charoh 
fridav ies 14 Gresawell Goldschmidt Borrer Svnce 
Saturday ......... 17 Bea! Greswell Leach Goldsehmidt 
Mr. Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. Wanainoror. NRVILLE Panxen. Ever, 
Monday Jane 12 Mr Beal Mr Church Mr Greswell Mr Leach 
Tuesday see... 19 Borrer Synge Beal Farmor 
Wednesday . 14 Leach Goldschmidt torrer Bloxam 
Thursday... ..... 15 Farmer direawell Leach I'neet 
Friday ........... 16 Bloxam Beal Farmor Church 
Saturday ......... 17 Theed sorrer Bloxam Synge 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sdles. 


June 12.—Mesara. Norton, Tarst & Giuneat,at the Mart: Freehold Building Bite, 
alao letting of Building Site on Lease (see advertisement, back page. May 27). 

June 12, 27, and July. —Messra. Hanrons, Lrp., Freehold Residential 
Reridences, &c. (see advertuisement, page v, May 20). 

June 12.—Messrs. Dencaw & Kimrron, at the Mart at 2: 
advertisement, page ii, May 20) 

June 12.—Mesesrs. Danist Suira, Son & Oaxcey, at the Mart, at 2 
dence, Freehold Ground Bents, &c. (eee advertisement, back page, May 27). 

June 13 and 14—Measars. Eowre Fox, Bousrieip, buanerrs, & Bevverey, and Mr 
Ww. Hoventoy, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Rents and Freehold Building 
Land (see advertisement, page iii, May 27). 

June 13 and 16, Jaly 4 and 18.—Messra, Denewnam, Tawson, Ricmaroson, & 
Co ,at the Mart, at 2: Residences, Leasebold Ground Renta, Freehold Pr pervics, 
Residences, Ground Renta, Residential Propertie, and Freehold Estate (see advertise- 
ment, pages iv and v, May 20). 

June 15.—Meesrs. Eowin Fox, Bovsrtr.p, Burwerrs, & Bapogiey, at the Mart, at 2: 
Freehold Building Site (see advertisement, back page, tuis wee), 

June 15.—Mesere. Hamrrow & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Leasebold Investment and 
Mansion (see advertisement, page v, May 20), 
S§June i4and July 11.—Meesre. Dovetss Youre & Co., at the Mart, at 2: ‘Freehold 
Ground Rents, Shops, Freehold Residences, &c., and Freehold Residential Estate (sce 
advertisement page ti, May 20, and back page this week). 
June 16.—Mesers. Stimeow & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-Rents and 
Freehold Estate (see advertisement, psge iii. this week). 
Jane 15.—Messre. H E. Fosraxr & Unan risen, at toe 
Policies, &c. (see advertiserment, back page, this week). 
Jone 19.—Mesars. Tuckerr & Som, av the Mart, at 2 
Public House (see advertisement, back page, May 27), 

July 5.—Mersrs. Eowis Fox, Bovsrixip, Buanetre, & Bappoetey, at the Mart, at 
2; Freehold Residence and Buildings (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

July 11.—-Mesers, Wearerract & Gaees,at the Mart, ac2 Freebold Property (see 
advertisement, back page, this week). 

July 19.—Messre. Rusaworeta & Brows, at the Mart, at 2: 
(see advertisement, page iii, May 20). 


Katatos, 
Freehold Property (see 


Town Rosi 





Mart, at 2: Reversionsa, Life 


Freehold Building Land and 


Business Promises 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Fatpvay, June 2. 
JOINT BTOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurrep in CHancery. 


AVIATION Courses, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented May 25, directed to be heard 
June 14. Gribble & Co, Bedford row, for Tovey, Doneaster, solors for the 
petner. Notice of appearing must reach Messrs Gribble & Co not later than 6 
o clock in the afternoon of June 13 

BAHIA RUBBER SYNDICATE, LID 
in their names and addres-es, and particulars of their debts and claims, to William 
Allred Lack, 59, Eastcheap, liquidator 

Boot AND SHOR RETAILER, LTb—Creditors are required, on or before July 17, to send 
their namesand addresses, and the particulars of their debts, to Joseph George Purcell, 
41, Finsbury pymt. Uutchisou & Cuff, Stone bidgs, solors for the liquidator 

CapoGaN LAUNDRY Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presen'ed May 22, directed to be 
heard June 14 Williams & Co, New Brovid st, solors for the petvers. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above named not later that 6 oclock in the afternoonof 
June 13 

CAPITAN GENERAL CiGar Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before June 22, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Frederick Sawyer, 36 and 37, King st, Cheapside. Sugden & Hextall, solors for the 
liquidator 

CENTRAL AND West PoutpER GoLD MINgE4, Ltd—Creditors are required, on or before 
July 4, to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Charles Comins and Albert Augustus Scanlan 

CHALLEN & 80N, LTD —Petn for winding up, presented May 17, directed to be heard 
June 14. Munnos & Longden, Old Jewry, solors for the petners, Notice of appear 
ing must reach the above named not later than six o'clock in the afvernoon of 
June 13 

CornpER & Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before July 22, to send their names 

aod addresees, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Herring Brown, 

6!, John st, Sunderland liquidator 
H. Convett & Sons, LtpD-—Creditors are required on or before July 1, to send their 

names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Frederick 

Bragg + lint, 71, Temple row, Birmingham, liquidator 

GorT SPINNING Co, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented May 30, directed to be heard 
June 14 Emmet & Co, Bloomsbury sq id Innes, Manchester, solor for petner 
Notice of appearing must reach Emmet & Co 
noon of June 13 

GREENWICH CINEMA DE Luxe, Lro—Petn for winding 
directed to be heard June 4. Cook & Richards, 
yetners. Notice of approving must reach the above 
n the afternoon of June 13 

J. Kron & Co, Ltp 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to B 
Basinghall st, liquidator 

Joun DEXTER, LTD—Petn for the winding up, presented May 9, directed to be heard 
at the County Court House, 8t. Peter's gate, Nottingham, June 16, at 12 o'clock 
Tutin & Nottingham, solors forthe petners. Notice o' appearing must reach 
the above pamed not later than 6 o clock in the afternoon of June 15 

Kesyvon Ltp--Petn for winding up, presented May 19, directed to be heard at the 
County Court House, Quay st, Deansgate, Manchester, June 26, at 10 o'clock 
Scholfield & Co, Manchester, solors for the petners. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of June 25 

LON DON-ZAMBESIA SYNDICATE LTD (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)— Creditors are required, 
on or before July 14, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to William Arthur Wille, 701, Salisbury house, London wall 
& Dampney, Bishopsgate, solors to the liquidator 

NILE COLD STORAGE Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to 
send their names and addresves, and the particulars of their debts or cla'ms, to 
William Henry Perkins, Sharia Boulac, Cairo, Egypt, |iquidator 

Pikt, Beawick & KING, LTD (IN VOLUNTARY | IQUIDATION) 
or before June 26, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of theirdebts 
or claima, to Lionel Fairfax Goodricke, Moorgate Station chmbrs, liquidator 

WEEELY Times, LtD—Creditors are required, on or before June 2, to send their names 
and addresses, andthe particulars of their debts or claims, to H. A. Randall, 
liquidator 

Woopnvrst, Lrp (IN LIQUIDATION) —Creditors are required, on or before July 3, to send 
thier names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alex James 
Monro, él and 42, King st, Covent garden, liquidator 

London Gazette.—-TURSDAY, June 6. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitep im Omawocerr. 

AGENCY AND ScurpLy Co, Ltp (tn VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION) —Creditors are required, on or 
before June 16, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Colonel Sir Howard Meiliss, 10 and 11, Austin friars, liquidator 

Arc LAMPs, Ltb (IN LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or before July 7, to send 
in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Horace 
Bower Clark and George Edgar Corfield, 3 and 5, Crown ct, Uld Broad st, liquidators 

BUYERS ASSOCIATION Lrp—Petn fr winding up, presented June 2, directed to be 
heard June 14. Matthews & Co, Cannon st. Notice of appearing must reach thi 
above named not later than six o clock in te afternoon of June 13 

DUMOULIN & Co, L?D—Creditors are required, on or before July 17, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert Henry McLeod, 
8, Great James st, Bedford row, liquidator ‘ 

FENLANDS PiaGerixs Lrp (in LiQUIDATION)—Creditors whose claims have not been 
admitted are required forthwith to seud their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims to W Lefevre. 4, Broad st pl, liquidator 

GosPorT ELeEcTRIC THEATRE, LTD—Creditors are required, ov or before June 17, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims,to Martin H 
Blake, 108, High st, Gosport, Liquidator 

GREENWICH CINEMA DB LUXE, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented May 2, directed 
to be heard June 14. Coote & Richards, Lincoln's inn flelds, solors for the 

etners Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than six o'clock 
n the afternoon of June 13 

IMPROVED ELkcTRIC TRACTION, LtD—Creditors are required, on or before July 15, to 
send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Herbert Gowar, 428 and 429, Birkbeck Bank chmbra, High Holborn, liquidator 

Jamas Kniout & Co, Lrp—Crecitors are required, on or before June 15, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Leonard Per 
main, High st, Camberley 

LONDON GROUND RENT Co, LtD—Creditors are required, on or before July 15, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Partridge 
& Co, 2, Gresham bidgs 

MIT DLESEX FOUNDRY AND METAL Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before 
July 20, tosend in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Arthur Bernhard Kann, liquidator 

PEMBERTON MANUFACTURING Co, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented June 2. directed 
to be heard at the Court House, Crawford st, Wigan, June 20, at 11.30, Ackerley & Son 
Wigan, solors to petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later 
than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of June 19 

SOcIAL BUREAU, LtD—Petn for winding up, presented May 26, directed to be heard 
June 14. Braund & Hill, 6, Gray's ino 8q, solors for the petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 oc'lock in the afternoon of June 13 


G 


not later than six o'clock in the after- 
up, presented May 26, 


Lincoln's inn flelds, aolors for 
named not later than 6 o'clock 


W. Simpson, 20, 


Co, 


Maxwell | 


Creditors are required, on | 


Creditors are required, on or before July 15, to send | 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


9 
“e 
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Great YARMOUTH Quay House Co, LTD. 
DewssurRY MoTor GARAGE, LTD. 
FINCHLEY Biyov ELectric THEATRE, LTD. 
LONDON PROPERTIES DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, LTD. 
DipLock's PATENT TRACTION ENGINE HAULAGE SYNDICATE, LTD. 
Mvucn HAvHAM Gas Co, LTD, 
Mankowa ESTancta, Lrp. 
HALL SPARE MoToR WHEEL, LTD. 
CONSTANCE RHODESIA DEVELOPMENT Co, LTD. 
Boot AYD SHOB RETAILER, LTp. 
NILE COLD STORAGE Co, LTD. 
CAPITAN GENERAL CiGarR Co, LTD. 
NORGERIC SYNDICATE, LTD. 
NUEVA ESPERANZA GOLD MINES, LTD. 
RUBINE EMBROCATION Co, LTD. 
BAHIA RUBBER SYNDICATE, LTD. 
BENIN River Propuce Co, Ltp. 
RUBBER INVESTMENTS, LTD. 
CENTRAL AND WEST BoULDER GOLD MINES, LTD. 
WEEKLY Times, LTD. 
W.F. Contract S¥NDICATS, LTD. 
WRINHOLT ESTATES Co OF AUSTRALIA, LTD. 
SART KENNEDY'S PuBLISHING Co, LTD. 
London Gazette.—Tuespar, June 6, 


MARKS & Co, LTD 

BERLIN AMERICAN ROLLER RINKCO, LTD. 
HANOVER AMERICAN ROLLER RINK Co, LTD. 
WILLIAM BERKS PATENTS LTD. 

James Kniaue & (0, Lrp. 

MIvDLESEX FOUNDRY AND METrALCo, LTp 
W. Lorrison & Co, LTtp 

LADY FANNY CopreER SYNDICATE, 
FENLANDS PIGGERIES, LTD. 
NorTH-EAST BRAZIL DEVELOPMENT Co, LTD. 


LTD. 


| ANGLO-DUTCH Brokers’ Co, LTD. 


Creditors are required, on or before June 30, to send their names | 





| 
| 
| 


| JOHNSON, SARAH JANE, Wapping 


MANCHESTER AND SALFORD MUTUAL PLATE GLASS INSURANCE Co, LTD. 
PIONEER (NIGERIA) TIN Co, LTD. 

IMPROVED ELECTRIC TRACTION, LTD. 

AMHERST CLUB, LTD. 

AGENCY AND Supp.Ly Co, LTD. 

CoPtaro MINING Co, LTD. 

KEIGHLEY HERALD (1909), Ltp. 

GRANDE MAISON D' AUTOMOBILES, Ltp. (Tae Motor House). 

kK. J. HAMPSON, LTD, 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cuarm. 
London Gazette.—Toxapay, Juve 6. 


Key, Ricwagp Writtam, Harcourt bldge, Temple, Barrister at Law 
Key, Eve, J Stacey, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 


July 8 Stacey v 


Under 22 23 Vict. cap. 35 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, June 


AITKEN, SARAH, Stratford on Avon July 1 Russell & Son, Lichfield 

Ames, ELIza, Richmond, Surrey June 24 Lithgow & Pepper, Wimpole st 

BAKER. HENRY, Horsham, Sussex, Marine Store Dealer June 30 Cotching & Son, 
Horsham 

BANKS, SARAH ANN, Wolverhampton June 30 Underhill & Co, Wolverhampton 

BARGH, ROBERT HENRY, Staveley, Derby July 18 Stanton & Walker, Chestertield 

BELL, Euiza. Worthing July 8 Carr, Great Tower st 

BURY, ROBERT, Green lanes July 31 Kerly & Sons, Austin friars 

BURROWES, HENRY THOMAS, Hathern, Leicester, Timber Merchants July 1 
Lovghborough 

Bus, WILLIAM, Selhurst rd, Sou-h Norwood July5 Marcy & Hartopp. New *4 

CAMERON, HARRIET SOPHIA, Chariton June 30 Sampson, William st, Woolwich 

CAMPBELL, FANNY, Bournemouth July 8 Lawrence & Co, New sq, Lincolu's inn 

CHALLANS, ANN, Sleaford, Lincola June 30 Andrew & Thompson, Lincoln 

CHANNON, JOHN, Bridgerd, Hammersmith June 24 Doyle & Co, Bedford row 

CHATBURN, CATHERINE, Eccles, Lancaster July 3 Simpson, Manchester 

CLEASE, ROBERT STEPHEN, Bridge st, Westminster, Barrister at Law June 30 Batten 
& Co, Victoria ss 

Crorts, ERNEST, Burlington House, Piccadilly, RA July3 Negus, Bloomsbury sq 

Cussk, EDMUND, Bromley July 10 Wood & Sons, Eastcheap 

DELL, WILLIAM THOMAS, Totteridge, Herta July 3 Wells & Sons, Church End, 
Finchley 

DICKINSON, Rev RICHARD, Cannock, Stafford July 1 
Holborn 

Fry, Louisa JANE, Hobart, Tesmanta July 12 

GiBsoN, MATTHEW, Maraisburg, South Africa, Certificated Miner 
Keswick 

GREEN, SAMUBL, Clitheroe, Lancs, Farmer July 22 Baldwin & Co, Clitheroe 

GREEN WOOD, WILLIAM, Oxset, York, Physician July 1 Tennant & Co, Dewsbury 

Grove, WILLIAM KpDWARD, New Barnet, Herts June 24 Draper, Ebury st, West- 
minster 

HALskY, JAMES, Colney, Herts, Timber Merchant July 15 Boyes & Son, Barnet 

HARDCASTLE, ELIZABETH, Pendleton, Lancaster July 3 Crofton & Co, Manchester 

HARDWICK, AUGUSTINE HELENA, Owston Ferry, Lincoln June 30 Peake & Co, 
ford row 

HAWKES, ELLEN ANN, Hastings 

HIND, Lady JANE SELINA ELIZABETH, Slough, Bucks July 6 A& H White 
borough st “ 

HORSFIELD, SIDNEY, Halifax June 30 Rawlins & Rawlins, Bournemouth 

Hutton, Jonn, Grewelthorpe, nr Ripon, York July 6 Gaunt & Co, Bradford 

InBy, Hon and Rev LLEWELLYN CHARLES ROBERT, Whiston, Northampton 
Church & Co, Bedf itd row , 

/HNSTON, CATHERINE JANB, Bitterne Park, Southampton Curwen & Carter, 


Gray's inn « 
SARAH f Haynes & Co, Bow rd 
July 1 


9 


Hands, 


Gillman, Southampton st, High 


Rawlings & Butt, Walbrook 


June 24 Jenkinr, 


July 18 Chalinder & Herington, Hastings 
, Great Marl- 


July 15 


J July 10 

June 12 j 

JONES, HANNAH HIGHFIELD (DES CHAMPS), Northwich 
rington Lom 

KEEN, WILLIAM MOLEoD, King’s rd, Camden Town July 14 Kimbers & Boatman, 
bard st 


Davies & Co, War 
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Levis, CHARLOTTE ELIZABETH, Te Puke, New Zealand 


ln 
Lyyg, JOHN EDWARD, Hull Jackson & Son, Hull 
MELLOWES, HENRY, Moor Monckton, nr York June 30 
NEWBURUER, SIGMUND, Tavistock sq June 13 


NIGHTINGALE, EMMA JANR, Gravesend, Kent July 22 


NorGROVE, HERBERT, Horsehay, Salop, Farmer June 30 


OsmonD, JOHN, Totteridge, nr Barnet, Herts July 15 


Burgess Hill 
PARSONS, CHARLES JOHN, Erdington, Warwick July 8 
PaTRICKSON, JOHN, Haile, Cumber and, Rate Collector 
Whi ehaven 
PRARCE, THOMAS JOSEPH WIDGERY, Swansea June 14 
PRESTON, Rev PERCY RAWSON, Davos Platz, Switzerland 
Prick, AMELIA, Clifton, Bristol June 30 
Roperts, Hueu, Alderley Edge, Chester, 
Manchester 


Merchant 


RYLANDS, RICHARD ALEXANDER, Sinnington, nr Pickering, York July 15 


Sons, Scarborough 
SCOBLE, SAMUBL WILLIAM, Belmont hil’, L-e July 1 
SEPPINGS, MARGARET, King’s Lynn, Norfolk June 15 


BHEFFIELD, DANIEL, Earls Barton, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturers June 30 


man & Co, Wellingborough 
SOUTHWOOD, MaRY DakT, St Mary Church, Devon 
Torquay 
THOMAS, MARGARET, Hightown, Manchester July 4 
TOWNLEY, ISABELLA, Clitheroe, Lancs Jaly 19 
TOWNSEND, WILLIAM CHAMBERS, St Leonards on Sea 
Leonards on Sea 
UNDERWOOD, JAMES, Coventry July 4 
UNDERWOOD, MARY, Bradford July8 


and George N Cook, Sunderland 
WYATT, EDWARD TEMPLER, Boscombe, Southampton 
Lincoln’s inn 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, June 6. 
Chapman & 


BLACKIE, ISABELLA, Saint Bees, Cumberland June 22 
haven 

Borzk, Louts WILLIAM, Durand gdns, Clapham rd 

BROCKMAN, CAROLINE ELLEN, Shepherdswel!, Kent 


3 Kussell & Co Norfolk st, Strand 


CARTER, ALFRED BONHAM, Courtfield rd, South Kensington 


Regent st 

CASTLE, ELIZA JANE HUTTON, Newport, I of W 
I of W 

CuAPMAN ELIZABETH, Lee, Kent 
Trump st 


July 10 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Fatpay, June 2. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Batxes, Wiutiam Epwiy, Harrogate, Yorks, Baker York 
Pet May 29 Ord May 29 

Baaser, Eowarp Barker, Sheffield, Surgeon Sheflield 
Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Baxter. Micaart Pacer, Barnsbury pk, Engineer High 
Jourt Pet May 30 Oid May 30 

Brax, Faxp, Keighley, Labourer Bradford Pet May 31 
Ord May 31 

Beswick, Epwarp, Rochdale, Chip Potato Dealer Roch- 
dale Pet May 29 Ord May 29 

Bueyxixsop, Bexsamix, Swinderby, Lincoln 


May 30 Ord May 30 
Caiays, Wiiutam amen, Rochford, Essex, Licensed 
Victualler Chelmsford Pet May 9 Ord May 29 
Canpasn, Bernard, Tonypandy, Glam, Furniture Dealer 
Pontypridd Pet May 20 Ora May 30 
we, Taomas, York, Waiter York Pet May 29 Ord 
ay 29 


July 10 


Job, Hampton Hill, Middlesex 
Maskell & Nisbet, John st, Bedford row 
Young & Co, Ely pl 

Dean & rapley, Wellington 
Boyes & Son, barnet, Herts 
PacKHAM, BENJAMIN, Burgess Hill, Sussex, Boot Maker July 3 Maynard & Smith, 


Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 
June 15 


Gee & Edwards, Swansea 


July 11 
Salmon & Cumberland, Bri.tol 


J & C Dodd, Rood In 

Seppings & Wilkin, King’s Lynn 

June 30 
Lloyd, Manche-ter 
Baldwin & Co, Clitheroe 
July 4 
Mander, Coventry 
Gaunt & Co, Bradford 
Waters, ROBERT, Southwick on Wear, Durham, Qu irryman 


June 


July 17 
July 13 
CAMPBELL, WILLIAM BERNARD, Plowden bidgs, Middle Tenple, Barrister at Law 


July 6 Eldridge & Sons, Newport, 


Lindus & Hortin, St Lawrence House, 


Lincoln Pet | 


Cowpy, Samus, Howerr Pracivat, Birmingham, Drug | 


Store Proprietor Birmingham Pet May 30 Ord 
May 30 

Evans, Lemuven, New Tredegar, Mon, Labourer Tredegar 
Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Gut, Grorer, Birmin m, Baker 
Mav 23 Ord May 30 

Gaay, Frank, Kettering, Dairy Farmer 
Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Hewrart, Grorore Freperick, Staple Hill, Gloucester, 
Skating Rink ager Bristol Pet May 19 Ord 
May 30 i 


Birmingham P.t 


Horxissox, Cartes, Southport, Butcher Liverpool Pet | 


May 17 Ord May 31 


Northampton 


7 Kendall & Co, Carey st 


Murray & Co, Birchin 


FARRAR, SARAH 
GikSE, EMMA 
Regent st 





GiooD, 
HEWRTT 
rhornbury, Glos 


Chapman & Baxter, 


HILL, OSWALD CHARLES, Manchester, 
HILL, ROBINSON, Norton on Tees, Durham 
July 2 
JAMES, FRANK HERBERT, Coleman st, Solicitor 
Miers, CAPEL HENRY, Coleford, Glos 


Preston, Coleman st JACOBS, SAMUKL, Gower st 


July 12 Welsh & Sons, 
Trinity In 

Turnbull & NerLSoN, Mary, Leeds 
Masnam RSO, Yorks 
PORTER, HENRY 
Shar- 
ROBINSON, THOMAS, 
Foster & Scemerville, 
SHAW, JOHN, St 
Cook, St Helens 


Norris & Spicer, St 
SMITH, Kev THoMAS, York 


Great Tower st 
June 21 Perey © Crow 
Huat, Komford 
WALKER, JAMES 
bury circus 
WALLIS, EDWIN ALBERT, 
saxter, White- West Kensington 
sington 
WALMSLEY, 
Manchest r 
WILKIN, MARIANNE 


Ody & Wilmot, Brixton rd 
Mowll & Mowll, Dover 
July 


July 4 Thorold & Co, 


dish st 


Broad St 








Jack & Co, Blackpool, Tea Merchants Preston Pet May 
5 Ord May 29 


Latimer, Taomas Frevenicx, Gosforth, Northumberland, 


Timber Merchant Newcastle upon Tyne Pet 
May 27 Ord May 27 
Lovetess, Georae Witttam, Bournemouth, Electric 


Theatre Proprietor Poole Pet May 17 Ord May 31 
Norais, Nenemian, Eccles, Lancs, Picture Dealer Salford 
Pet May 30 Ord May 30 
Porrcestons, Jamas Antaur, Minford gdns, West Ken 
sington, Tailor BighCourt Pet May 29 Ord May 29 
Powg.t, Wittiam Morais, Pontycymmer, Glam, Wheel- 
wright Cardiff Pet May 29 Ord May 29 


Raspig, Tuomas, Coventry, Builder Coventry Pet May 
31 Ord May 31 
texpy, Joan, Blackbura, Clogger Blackburn Pet May 


18 Ord May 31 
Banoent, Jonn Georoe, Oundle, Northampton, Licensed 
Victualler Peterborough Pet May 30 Ord May #0 
Scuo.rimup, Wauters Ciement, Sackville st, Piccadilly, 
Tailor High Court Pet May 26 Ord May 29 
Seeas, Cuances Wittiam, Lower Weston, nr Bath, Coal 
Merchant Bath Pet May 17 Ord May 30 
Surwarp, Epwin Tuomas, Dudley, Cattle Dealer 
Pet May 30 Ord May 30 
Snort, Atyaep Eanest, Petworth, Sussex, Market Gar 
dener Brighton Pet May 31 Ord May 3! 
Srepugnson, Rosert Owen Westean, New Kent 1d 
Court Pet May 30 Ord May 30 
Waricnt, Witiiam, Chapeltown, nr Barnsley, 
Barnsley Pet Mar8 Oid May 29 
Worratt, Epwarp Cnaatas, and Farpericx Jouxsor, 
Kingston upon Hull, Timber Merchanis Kingston 
upon Hull Pet May 16 Ord May 2v 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 30: 
Hvucurs, Dororuy, Lianfairfechan, Carnarvon 
Pet May 11 Ord May 26 


Dudley 


High 


Builder 


Bangor 


CHAPMAN, GEorGE WILLIAM, Evelyn st, Deptford, Licensed Victualler July 10 
& Hortin, 8t Lawrence House, Trump st 

COLLIER, AMY HOWARD, Hove, Sussex 

Cuurcd, DANIEL, Woldingham, Surrey 

EpWakbDs, CHARLES, Worthing 

ANN, Shaw, Lancs 

MAKGARETHE ANNA, Gerrard's Cross, Bucks 


GODDARD, JAMES, een, Marple, Chester, Farmer 
SARAH ANN, West Kirby 
STEPHEN BARBER, Suffolk rd, South Norwvod 


June 30 
PARKIN, STEPHEN, Exelby, nr Bedale, York, Farmer 


FRANCIS DAVID, Redhill, Surrey July 15 
RAWLINSON, JAMES, Liverpool 
Edinbargh 
KoTterR, CARL HEINRICH Osc .R, Ramsgate 
Helens, Lancaster, Giass 


SMITH, ERNEST JOHN HeEkIzZ, Tarrant Hinton, Dorset 
ward, Arundel st, Strand 

July 1 
Ste NTEFORD, OLIVER EDWIN BLATCHFORD, Constantine rd, Hampstead 
TEDEN, EDWARD, Broad st, Golden sq, Jewellery Case Manufacturer 

Ham, Surrey, 
Harlesden, Middlesex 
WALLIS, GRace, Harlesden, Middlesex 
FRANCIS, Manchester, 
Bournemouth 
WoobpINGS, GEORGE, Kingstone, Stafford, Farmer 
Woo cs, RICHARD, Litherland, Lancs 


WorGer, JAMES BARNARD, Radipole rd, Fulham 


Zvucco, NICHOLAS DE SYLLA, Butherland pl, 


Lindus 


July 6 Trangmar, Hove 
June 27 Cole & Jackson, Essex st, Strand 
Verrail & Sons, Worthing 


July7 
Wiles, Rochdale 


July | 
July 3 Thorold & Co 
June 16 Grundy, Stockport 

June2t Bromley & Hyde, Ashton under Lyne 
Jaly 10 Crossman & Co 
Architect July 3 Dixon & Co, Manchester 
July 18 Watson, Stockton on Tees 

Beyfus & Beyfus, Lincoln's Inn fields 

July 6 James, Coleman st 


Pritchard & Co, Painters’ Hall Little 


July 1 


Denison Leeds 

July 15 Edmundson & Gowland, 
Mole & Co, Reigate 
Barrow & Cook, St Helens 

WJ8 & JA 8 Scott, Newcastle upon Tyne 
July 14 Harwood & Pusey, Cannon st 
Bottle Manufacturer June 24 Barrow & 


June 24 
July 3 


July 1 Bowmaan & Curtis Iay- 


Cobb & Son, York 


July 10 Carr 


Julyl Hunt & 


Market Gardener April 6 Julius & Thomas, Fins 


July 2 Pierron & Ellis, Vernon st 


July 2 Pierron & Ellis, Vernon st, West Ken- 


Umbrella Manufacturer July 3 Makinson & Co 
Huntley & Son, Tooley st 

July 17. Wilkins & Son, Uttoxeter 
Dixon & Syers, Liverpool 

July 8 Gery & Brooks, Old Caven- 


July 8 


July lt 


Bayswater July 6 Westbury & Co, Old 


FIRS’ MEETINGS, 

Barxes, Witttam Epwix, Harrogate, York, Baker June 
12 at 2.30 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, 
York 

Baxrer, Micuagt Pa@er, 
Engineer June 12 at 2.30 

Beax, Faev, Keighley, Labourer June 10 at 11 
12, Duke st, Bradford 

Beswick, Evowakp, Rochdale, Chip Potato Dealer June 16 
at 3.15 Town Hall, Rochdale 

Ciay, Faxpertcx Lato, Tynemouth, Mercantile Clerk 
June 13 at 11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle upon 
Tyne 


Barnsbury pk, Barnsbury, 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Off Ree, 


Coox, Tuomas, York, Waiter June 12 at 3.30 Off Rec, 
The Kei House, Duncombe pl, York 
Cooren, Tuomas, South pi, Finsbury June 13 at 1 Bank. 


ruptey bidgs, Carey st 

Carseweit, Ronert Swira, Brassington, nr Wirksworth, 
Derby, Farmer June l2at 12 Off Rec, Victoria bldgs, 
London rd, Derby 

Davies, Samuxe Gairvitn, Cadoxton, nr Cardiff, Grocer 
June 10 at 11.80 117, 8t Mary at, Cardiff 

Dixoy, Ruova, Pontefract, York, Coal Dealer June 12 at 
11 Off Kee, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Dykes, Resear, Speldhurst rd, Bedford Park, Acton, Con- 
tractor June 13 at12 14, Bedford row 

Hockxey, ALraep Huyter, Great Grimsby, Cabinet Maker 
June 10 at 11 Off Rec, 8t Mary's chmbre, Great 
Grimeby 

Latimer, Tuomas Fraeperick, Gosforth, Northumberland, 
limber Merchant June 13 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley 
at, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Lawaesce, Henry, Orleton, Hereford, Beer House Keeper 
June 10 at 12.45 2, Offast, Hereford 

Lee, Faanx, Clayton, nr Manchester, Grocer 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Moss, Witttam Eaxeget, Long Eaton Derby, Joiner June 
lz at 11.30 Off Rec, 5, Victoria bldgs, London rd, Derby 


June 14 at 3 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


MOO RNGATE STEHT, LONDON, 


ESTABLISHED In 1890. 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 








SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Appeais to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 
direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
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Saiterton, Devon 
Off Ree, 9, Bedford 


Axetnuon, Budleigh 
June 10 at 10°S0 


wett, Hewey 
Coal Merchant 
circus, Exeter 
Jawes Antuta, Minford 
Tailor June 14 at 12 


Pat 


Ken 


ble ga, 


gains, West 
Bankruptcy 


Porrtestore 
rton, 
Carey st 
eeTs, Ricwar Eaglescliffe, Durham, Commission 
Agent June 12 at ll Off Ree, Court chmbrs, 
Albert rd, Middlesbrough 
owes, Teaac Faancrs, Penryn, Cornwall, Outfitter 
isati2 Off Ree, 12, Princes st, Truro 
Saxbens, James Ferepericx, Burton 
tutcher June 13 at 3 Off Rec, 5, 
London rd, Derby 
Pouortecp, Wautrex Cremer, Sackville st, Piccadilly, 
Tailor Jane l2atl Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
r, Faepeniok Wiiciam, and Wattea James 
Totterdown, Bristol, Fruiterers June 14 at 11.30 
Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
set & Oo, Eaweat, Bread st, Merchants 
Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 
imwaon, Ronent Owew Western, New Kent rd June 
M4 atil Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 
Tayrton, Roveart Heway, Penrhiwceiber, Glam, [ronmonger 
June 13 at 11.15 Off Rec, St Catherine's chmbrs, St. 
Catherine st, Pontypridd 
Ticenvrer, Cuarces Haslemere, 
st 11.30 County and Borough 
Guildford 
To.cera, Jame loop, 
Maker June 12 at 3 


Preston 


Ro 


w 
June 


on Trent, Pork 
Victoria bidgs, 


Scorr, 


of 
8: June }2 at 12 


STe® 


June 13 
North st, 


Surrey, Builder 


Halls, 


Hebden 
or 


Yorks, Brush 
Winckley at, 


Bridge, 
Rec, 13, 
Mire Morecambe, Lancs, Fruiterer June 
Of Ree, 15, Winckley st, Preston 


” Ai 
Pat 3.15 
ADJU DICATIONS. 

Bares, Witttam Eowty, Harrogate, Yorks, Baker 
Pet May 29 Ord May 29 

Barraos, Bexsaui Groaor, Old Queen st. Westminster, 
Architect High Court Pet April ls Ord May 30 

Bavey, Winnsam EB, Cranley pl, South Kensington High 
Court Pet Mar22 Ord May 29 

Evwanrp, Rochdale, Chip Potato Dealer 

Pet May 20 Ord May 29 

Berra, Haxoto Hametrox, Woking, Surrey, Licensed Vix 
tualler’s Manager Brighton PetMay1l0 Ord May 29 

Boake, Eowaao Witiram, 8t Petersburg Hotel, London 
Journalist High Court Pet Mar’ Ord May 2 

Burexxissor, Beysautx, Swinderby, Lincoln Lincoln 

May 30 Ord May 30 

eet, Grower Oviver, Coar.es Ozuonp, and Grornar 

Mavuaice Oxmonn, Britannia Tavern, Hoxton, Theatre 

Proprietors High Court Pet April 22 Onl May 29 

Coox, Tuomas, York, Waiter York Pet May 29 Ord 
May 2 

Evans, Lanuvet 
Pet May 31 


Ginay, Frank, 


York 


Roch 


dale 


Be 


Pet 


(ox 


New Tredegar, Mon, Labourer Tredegar 

Ord May $1 

Kettering, Northampton, Dairy 

Northampton Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Donoruy, Lianfairfechan, Carnarvon 

Ord May 30 

Noanm, Nenewtan, Patricroft, Eccles, Lancs, Picture Dealer 

Salford Pet May 30 Ord May 31 

pLestone, James Anruua, Minford gdas, West Kenring- 

ton, Tailor High Court Pet May20 Ord May 20 

Powertt, Wittsam Moagnris, Pontycymmer, Glam, Wheel- 
wright Cardiff Pet May 29 Od May 29 

Tuomas, Coventry, Builder Coventry 

Ord May 31 

Rovenrs, Evan Evans, Queensdale rd, Notting Hill, Dairy 
man High Court Pet May 20 Ord May 30 

Banoent, Joux Groros, Oundle, Northampton, Licensed 
Victealler Peterborough Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Fareperick Wiiiiam, and Watrer James Scorrt, 

Bristol Pet May 10 


Farmer 


itt Bangor 


ines, 


Pet May i! 


Pr 


Pet May 


RANDLE 
$l 


ScomT, 
lotterdown, Bristol, Fruiterers 

Ord May 30 

Evwtw Tromas, Dudley, Worcester, 
Dudley Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Georar pe Cogvepoux, Rochester, 

Rochester Pet May 9 


Sie Ward Cattle 
Dealer 
SHARWELL, 
Contractor 


Haulage 
Ord May 29 


Snort, Atrarp Eawest, Petworth, Sussex, Market Gar. 
dener Brighton Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Warp, Cectn Mowtac, Stepney High Court 
25 Ord May 29 


Pet Nov 


ADJUDICATION 


Moroas, Witttam, Warwick st, Woolwich, Engine Driver 
Greenwich AdjudJani3 Annul, May 30 


ANNULLED. 
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RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BAKER, STEPHEN, Hvlesowen, Worcester Stourbridge 


Pet June? Ord June 2 


——. 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
BELL, ALBERT EDWARD, Sheffield, Licensed Victualies 
June l4atl2 Off Rec, tree In, Sheffield 


| BLENKINSOP, BENJAMIN, Swinderby, Lincs June 15 at ig 


Off Rec, 10 Bank st, Lincoln 

BRADSHAW, ALBERT VIcTOR, Marple, Cheshire, Com 
mercial Traveller June l4atil Off Rec, 6, Vernog 
at, Stockport 


| BROTHWRELL, JoserH CrorTs, Sheffield, Cinematograph 


Entertainer June 14 at 12.30 
Sheftield 

Buxton, JAMES, Lowestoft, Smack Owner June 14 at 
12.30 Off Rec, #, King st, Norwich 


Off Rec, bigtree in, 


CARDASH. BERNARD, Tonypandy, Furniture Dealer June 


BAMBER, JAMES WILSON, Junction rd, Holloway, Collector 


ot Fee Farm Rents High Court Pet June 2 Ord 
June 2 

Corton, FREDER'CK ACKROYD, Wells, Norfolk Norwich 
Pet May 13 Ord Juve 2 

DYER, EDWARD, Malvern Link, 
Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

EVANS, Groroer, Chapel st, Brixton 
Pet May 19 Ord June 2 

GILMOUR, BERNARD, Kingston upon Hull, Tailor 
ston upon Hull Pet Junel Ord June 1 

Groom, ALFRED, Hawley, nt Duirt’ord, Kent, 
man Rochester Pet June2 0O.d June 2 

Hunt, Henky JAMES, Romsey, Hampshire, 
High Court Pet Mar2z Ord June 2 

Jervis, FRANK, Wolverhampton, Stationer 
hainpton PetJunel Ord June 

Jones, Ceci, Plymouth, Merchant 
Pet May 30 Ord June 2 

Jonxes, Cyru. Horace, Thirsk rd, Lavender Hill, Boot 
Dea'er Wandsworth Pet Mayi17 Ord June 2 

Lowk, WILLIAM, Alfreton, Derby, Saddler Derby Pet 
June2 Ord Jane? 

MAXSTED, TEMPLE, Hessle, Yorks 
17 Ord June l 

NICHOLSON, HENRY LouIs, Meas Side, Manchester, Com- 
mercial Traveiler Salford Pet June2 Ord June 2 

Nixon, WILLIAM HENRY, Epsom, Surrey, Wine Merchant 
Croydon Pet May 3: Ord May 31 

OGDON, SAMURL, Haworth, Yorks Bradford 
Ord June 1 

LOBERST, JoHN, Llanddelniolen, Carnarvon, 
tangor PetJunel Pet June 1 

ROBERTS, 
Bangor 


Worcester Worcester 
King- 
Nursery- 
Trainer 
Wolver- 


Corn Plymouth 


High Court Pet March 


Pet May 22 


Pet June l Ord Jonel 


Builder High Court | 
| 


15 at11.15 Off Rec, St Catherine's chmbrs, St Cath- 
erine st, Ponty; rida 

CowDy, SAMUEL HOWELL PEkCIVAL, Birmingham, Drug 
Stores Proprietor June 16 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbra, 
191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

DyEeR, EDWARD, Malvern Link, Worcester June l4 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

EVANS, LEMURL, New Tredegar, Mon, Labourer June l4 
atll Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

GILL, GEorGE, Birmingham, Baker June l6atilz Ruskin 
chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

GILMOKE, BERNARD, Kingston upon Hull, Tailor June 16 
at 12.30 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Luwgate, 
Hull 

GRAY, FRANK, Kettering, Dairy Farmer June 16 at 11.3 
Off Rec, The Parade, Norchampton 

HOPKINSON, CHARLES, Southport June 16 at 11 Of 
Res, 35, Victoria at, Liverpool 

JERVIS, FRANK, Wolverhampton, Stationer :June 16 at 
12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

KNOCK, FRANK ALFRED NORMAN, Grasmere rd, Muswell 
Hill, Traveller June l4ati2 14, Bedford row 

LOVELESS, GEORGE WILLIAM, Bournemouth, t lec‘rie 
Theatre Proprietor June 14 at2.30 Arcade chmbra, 
(firet floor), Bournemouth 


| Maurior, K, Hitchin, Herts Jane 15 at 3 Chamber of 


Quarryman 


: | WORRALL, EDWARD CHABLES, and FREDERICK JOHNSON, 
WILLIAM JOHN, Llanberis, Carnarvon, Carter 


SALMON, MAJOR ARTHUR F, Branksome rd, Brixton Hill 


High Court Pet May 12 
SINCLAIR, MELISSA 
29 Ord June l 
WALTER, Shipdham, Norfolk, Farmer 
Pet June l Ord June l 
STOCKIL, GRORGE, Sheffield, 
Pet June2 Ord June 2 
TERRY, CHARLES EDWIN RybeER, Leamington, Manufac- 
turer Warwick Pet May 1 Ord June 2 
THOMAS, CHARLES, High st, Camden Town, Coffee House 
Keeper High Court Pet Junel Ord June 1 
TIMBRELL, WILLIAM ANDREW, Carlton House, Regent st 
High Court Pet May5 Ord Junel 
Tyrer, Ropert, Darwen, Teacher of Music 
Pet Junel Ord June 1 


Ord June 1 


Battle, Sussex High Court Pet Mar 


STAGG, Norwich 


House Furnisher 


Blackbarn 


Sheffield | 


UsHer, THOMAS, Sittingbourne, Kent, Butcher Rochester | 


Pet May 17 Ord June 1 

WADDEN, THOMAS, Upper st, Islington, Hairdresser Pet 
May 17 Ord Junel 

WALLIS, AveUSTUS WILLIAM, and 
HOLLINGWORTH, Long Eaton, Derby, 
facturers Derby Pet Jonel Ord June l 

WEAVER, HERBERT ASTLEY, Romford rd, Stratford, Agent 
High Court Pet June 1 Ord Junel 


CHARLES 


THOMAS 
Lace Manu- 


WREN, RICHARD, Bishop Monkton, rr Ripon, Yorks, Inn- 


keeper Northallerton Pet May 31 Ord May 31 





202nd Year of the Office. The 


Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 





























Copeod (rem Peley dered UGB 


SUN 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orrice: 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 
Insurances effected oa the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ 
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, | 

including ACCIDENTS TO | BURGLARY, 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 


LIABILITY and 
| stoxszss and DISEASE, 


PLATE GLASS. 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
4. W. COUSINS, Distriet Manager. 


| 


Commerce, 29, King st, Lutoa 

NICHOLSON, HENRY Louis, Moss Side, Manchester Com- 
mercial Traveller June 14 at 2.30 Off Kec, Byrom 
st, Manchester 


| NIXON, WILLIAM HENRY, Epsom, Surrey, Wine Merchant 


June 16 at ly 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

NORRIS, NEHEMIAH, Patricroft, Eccles, Lancs, Picture 
Dealer June 14 at 3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
chester 

POWELL, WILLIAM Morris, Pontycymmer, Glam, Wheel- 
wright June 14 at12.16 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

WALLIS, AUGUSTUS WILLIAM, and CHARLES THOMAS 
HOLLINGWORTH, Long Eaton, Derby, Lace Manulfac- 
turer June 16 at 11.30 Off Rec, 5, Victoria bidgs, 
London rd, Derby 


Kingston upon Hull, Timber Merchants June 16 at 
1l.3u0 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate 
Hull 








SBR 


BY APPOINTMENT 


MAPLE & CO 


LIMITED 


FURNITURE 


OFFICES 
AND 


BOARD ROOMS 


AS 
Roll-top Desks 
Writing Tables 
Nests of Drawers 
Revolving Chairs 
Filing Cabinets 
Book-cases and Stands 
Hard-wear Carpets 








always on view at the 


TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD 
GALLERIES 


Catalogues Free 


























Kuskin 


June 16 
u Wygate, 


at 11.30 
1 OF 

16 at 
fuswell 


t lec *.rie 
hmbra, 


nber of 


Com- 
Byrom 


erchant 


fanulac- 
a bidgs, 


1€ 


awgaty 





